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Parliamentary Intelligence, 


HOUSE LORDS. 


Turespay, Apri 4. 


OF 


The Bristot WATER; the Dorkinc WATER; and the TYLDESLEY-WITH- | 


SHakERLEY Loca Boarp Bills, were brought from the Commons, read a 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 

The GLascow City AND SuBuRBAN Gas Bill was read a third time, and 
passed. 

Tuurspay, Aprit 6. 

The Baru Gas; the Fotkzstonr Gas; the Gosport Gas; and the W1x- 
CHESTER WATER AND Gas Bills, were brought from the Commons, read a 
first time, and referred to the Examiners. 

The Bricurton, Hove, and Preston Constant Service WATER: the 


CrystaAL Patace District Gas; and the Mertuyr Typrit Locat | 


Boarp oF HEATH Bills, were read a second time, and committed. 


Fripay, Aprit 7. 

The GLtascow City AND SupuRBAN Gas Bill received the Royal Assent. 

The Hastincs AND Sr. Leonarps Gas; the Oswestry Locat Boarp; 
and the Ross [mproveMEnt Bills, were read a second time, and committed. 

The Ayr WATER Bill was read third time, passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 

The Bricuton, Hove, anp Preston Constant Service WATER Bill 
was reported, without amendments. 

The Crystat Patacre Disrrict Gas Bills, was reported, with an 
amendment. 


The LirrrtsorovuGcu Gas; Repuitt Gas; and Sourn METROPOLITAN 


Gas Bills, were brought from the Commons, read a first time, and referred | 


to the Examiners. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monpay, Aprit 3. 
The Preston Gas Bill was reported. 


The Bristot WaTER; the Dorkinc WATER; and the TyLDESLEY-wiTH- | 


SHAKERLEY Locat Boarp Bills, were read a third time, and passed. 

The Bansury WATER; the LirrLEBorouGH Gas; Repuiiy Gas; and 
the Sourn Merrorouitran Gas Bills, as amended, were considered, and 
ordered to be read a third time. 

The Birstratt Gas; the DRIGHLINGTON AND GILDERSOME GaAs; and the 
Ramsgortrom Gas Bills were read a second time, and committed. 


The Kent Gas Bill—The committee reported that the preamble had not | 


been proved. 
The TunbripGe WELts WareEr Bill was reported. 


WeEpneEspDAY, Apri 5. 
The Rrron Locat Boarp Bill.—The petition for additional provision was 
referred to the Examiners. 
The Batu Gas; the Fotkestone GaAs; the Gosporr Gas; and the 
WINCHESTER WATER AND Gas Bills, were read a third time, and passed. 
The Carnarvon New Water; the CHESTERFIELD WATER AND GAS; 
the GAINsBorouGH WareER; the HorsrortH WarER; the Luron Water; 


and the Sr. ALBANs WaTER Bills, as amended, were considered, and ordered | 


to be read a third time. 


The Exmourn Gas Bill was read a first time, and referred to the | 


Examiners. 


Tuurspay, Aprin 6. 


The Bansury Water; LirrLesorouGH Gas; REDHILL GAs; and SouTH | 


Merroro.itan Gas Bills, were read a third time, and passed. 
The BrrmincHamM WATER and the CHELTENHAM WATER Bills, as amended, 
were considered, and ordered to be read a third time. 


The FAREHAM GaAs; the Ruyt AND District WATER; the RossENDALE aoe 2 : : 
ieee | which in the year 1860 was dealt with by an Act of Parliament. 


| extent the new company were invading the district of an existing company, 
| and he stated that fact at once and openly, because the opposition to this 


Unton Gas; and the Newrown WareEr Bills, were reported. 


Fripay, APRIL 7. 


The Exerer Gas (No. 1); the GLossorp Warer; the LLANELLY LocaL 


BoarpD or HeattH; the Neatn Water; and the Runcory, WEsTON, AND 
Hauron Water Bills, as amended, were considered, and ordered to be read 
a third time. 


‘ HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
(Before Sir MATHEW Wuite Riptey, Bart., Chairman; and Mr. Wevny, 
Sir Percy BurreEtt, and Major Gavin.) 
KENT GAS BILL. 
WEDNESDAY, Marcu 29. 


Mr. Denison, Q.C., Mr. Currry, and Mr. Metxor, appeared for the pro- | 


moters; Mr. Burke, Q.C.,and Mr. Ricnarps, for the Phoenix Gas Company; 
Mr. Catvenrt, Q.C., and Mr. SaunpDErs, for owners of land in Lewisham 
and Lee, also for the overseers of Lewisham; Mr. Lippe and Mr. BATEMAN 











| for Lord St. Germans, petitioners against the bill. Petitions had also been 


| wich and Plumstead Gas Company, the Crystal Palace District Gas Com- 


| Kent, are at present insufficiently supplied with gas, and it would be of 
|; great advantage to the inhabitants of those places if they were better sup- 


| 10,000 shares of £10 each, of which £1 per share was to be the largest 


| amount of call which the company could make on the shareholders, and 
| three-quarters of the amount of a share was to be the utmost aggregate 


| gas shall be so far free from sulphuretted hydrogen as not to discolour 


| the company shall be liable, during the continuance of every such agree- 
| ment, to have their gas tested in the manner prescribed by the agreement, 





| place of Kidbrook, together with the hamlet of Mottingham (which he 


| limits, and the coloured boundaries on one ‘portion of the map defined a 
| portion of the district proposed to be supplied which was at present supplied 





presented in opposition to the bill by the Eltham Gas Company, the Wool- 


pany, the wardens of Greenwich poor, and the South-Eastern Railway 
Company; but no appearances were entered upon them. 

This was a bill “for incorporating a company for the better supplying 
divers parishes and places in the county of Kent with gas;” and the pre- 
amble, amended before the bill was submitted to the committee, recited that 
“the parishes of Lewisham, Eltham, Chiselhurst, Bromley, Beckenham, 
Orpington, St. Mary Cray, St. Paul Cray, Foots Cray, North Cray, Charlton, 
Plumstead, and the extra-parochial place of Kidbrook, all in the county of 


plied therewith.” The capital of the proposed company was £100,000, in 


amount of calls in one year. Power was to be taken to borrow any sum 
not exceeding one-third of the share capital. By the 41st section of the 
bill, it was proposed to enact that “all the gas supplied by the company 
shall be of such illuminating power as to produce froma metal Argand 
burner—having an external diameter of 1°10 of an inch, and an internal 
diameter of 0°50 of an inch, and having 15 holes, each hole of the diameter 
of 0°05 of an inch, and with a 7-inch chimney supported upon an ordinary 
gallery, without a perforated disc, and consuming 5 cubic feet of gas an 
hour—a light equal in intensity to the light produced by 14 uncased sperm 
candles of six to the pound, each burning 120 grains an hour; such burner 
being similar in every respect to the model deposited with the clerk of the} 
peace of the county of Kent, and the secretary of the company; and such 


moistened test-paper imbued with acetate or carbonate of lead, when such 
test-paper is exposed for one minute to a current of gas; and shall not 
contain more than 20 grains of sulphur. nor more than 5 grains of ammonia, 
in any form, in 100 cubic feet of gas: Provided that the company and the 
lighting authority may from time to time agree upon any other mode of 
test by which to ascertain the illuminating power or purity of the gas; and 


instead of the manner hereinbefore specially prescribed.” 

By the 42nd section, it was provided that “In ascertaining and estimating, 
for the purposes of this Act, the amount of sulphur in the company’s gas, 
the process to be adopted shall be as follows (that is to say):—The gas 
shall be burnt from a single-jet burner at the rate of not more than 1 cubic 
foot of gas per hour; and the products of combustion shal! be conveyed, 
together with an excess of the vapour of ammonia, into a glass receiver, 
where the condensable products shall be condensed, and the sulphur therein 
estimated as sulphur of baryta, according to the recognized chemical 
method of thus estimating sulphur.” 

Mr. Denison, in stating the case for the promoters, said he had, in the 
first place, to ask the indulgence of the committee, as, from circumstances 
of which he was not aware, the papers had only just come into his hands. 
He should, however, be assisted by his learned friends, who fortunately had 
made very good notes of the case; and if there were any defects in his 
statements they would be supplied by the witnesses. The bill of the Kent 
Gas Company, now before the committee, had undergone divers amend- 
ments since it was introduced, a course which now-a-days befell all bills of 
a similar character. In propounding a project for a new gas company, the 
primary consideration was the limits included in the area of such com- 
pany’s supply, and in the present case the originally proposed limits had 
been reduced from those which were printed in the bill. The limits now 
proposed were the parishes of Lee and Eltham, and the extra-parochial 


believed, though there was some legal doubt on the question, was part of 
the parish of Eltham), and divers portions of the parishes of Lewisham and 
Charlton. The plans exhibited on the walls sufficiently indicated those 


by the Phoenix Gas Company, one of the thirteen metropolitan gas companies 
To that 


bill was substantially that the promoters were intending to invade a dis- 
trict already assigned by Parliament to the Phoenix Company. If they 
could not satisfy the committee that there was good reason for invading 
that district, the committee would not pass so much of their bill. The total 
area of their limits as amended included 12 square miles. He might men- 
tion that at Eltham there was some supply of gas by an existing company, 
which was not one of the metropolitan companies, nor, indeed, as yet esta- 
blished by any Act of Parliament at all. That company did not oppose the 
present bill, but, on the contrary, was willing and desirous of being merged 
in the Kent Gas Company. There was also a supply at Eltham from Green- 
wich, but he believed in that respect the committee would have no trouble. 
The whole of these districts were, he thought he might say, in the nature 
of suburban districts, and the population proposed to be supplicd under the 
provisions of this bill amounted to about 30.000. All the places were rapidly 
increasing, as, of course, all the suburbs of London were. At present 
the number of the public lamps in the parish of Lee was 183, and 
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these were lighted at £5. 5s. per lamp per annum. In the parish of 
Lewisham there were 250, and they were fighted at £5 each per annum. 
|He need not talk about the necessity of gas being supplied to all the new 
|houses that might be erected in the district, but he might mention (as he 
|had occasion to do in another committee a few days previously, when en- 
|gaged for one of the London gas companies) that the consumption of gas in 
'a thickly populated district increased at the rate of one duplication in ten 
| a If that were the case in a district already tolerably well filled with 
ouses, they might assume it would be much more so in a district where 
[there were houses to build, and much imcrease in population likely to take 
|place, as would be the case in the district of this company. In taking the 
|first step to satisfy the committee that the promoters had a right to come 
to Parliament, consistently with the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act of 
|1860, it would be necessary to call attention to one or two of the provisions 
jof that Act, and probably it would not be out of place to give a short sketch 
\of the Act itself. It was an Act brought before Parliament by (one might 
|say, speaking generally) the consumers of gas in London; that is to say, in 
|their interests divers metropolitan vestries, and bodies of that sort, had the 
\chief hand in bringing it in, and it was passed by Parliament, after a great 
|deal of discussion, in the year 1860. He had heard some witnesses say, 
|that though brought in by the consumers, it was regarded by the gas com- 
|panies as a kind of Magna Charta—i.e., that they got from it some most 
valuable privileges; more, indeed, than he (Mr. Denison) believed, the con- 
sumers obtained in return. ‘The companies certainly got one thing which 
|they founded upon here, and on which he did not deny their right to found. 
|The principal provision of that Act in their favour was a provision which 
|sanctioned what was called the “ districting system.” That was a phrase 
jinvented about that time, and it meant that, whereas previously there had 
|been competition in most of the districts of London between two or three 
|companies, who sometimes had their mains lying side by side in the same 
|street, it was then agreed that the service of the metropolis would be 
|better accomplished by putting an end to that sort of competition, and 
|giving to each of the companies a certain district, under what was called 
|“a regulated monopoly,” another phrase invented at that time. The con- 
|Sumers who introduced the bill conceded that point to the companies early 
|in the case, and the contention was to what extent the regulation should 
take place. But although the principle of districting was conceded, it 
;was not conceded absolutely without any power of revision, or power 
jof introducing competition, if the companies did not do what was 
jnecessary for the benefit of the public. Accordingly, the 6th clause 
of the Act provided “that at the expiration of three years next after 
\the passing of the Act, and of every three years thereafter, Her Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State for the Home Department for the time being 
may, either upon the application or with the consent of any two or more 
of the said gas companies whose districts adjoin one another, make any 
alteration in the boundaries of such districts, or upon the application of any 
local authority, or upon the requisition of not less than twenty gas con- 
sumers within any district or districts proposed to be affected,” &c. &c. 
The machinery provided by the Act was not very clearly defined, but it 
seemed that the Secretary of State might be applied to either by two exist- 
ing gas companies (respecting which it was not necessary to say anything), 
by the local authorities, or by twenty gas consumers, who might make com- 
plaint to him as to the manner in which the existing companies had ful- 
filled or failed to fulfil the obligations imposed upon them by the Act. If 
there was an existing company somewhere in the neighbourhood, the Secre- 
tary of State could make an alteration in the district and admit that com- 
pany without coming to Parliament. But here the new company did not 
exist, and of course that could not be done. Then there was another state 
of things. When a new company desired to be constituted, it had to come 
to Parliament, and was allowed to do so, when the whole question of limits, 
&c., was left expressly open for Parliament to deal with; so that, even if 
| the Secretary of State had not been mentioned, the promoters would have 
been entitled to come here under the Jatter words of the clause, which gave 
power to any one to come to Parliament to supply gas within the metropo- 
litan district. But, in point of fact, the promoters had taken both courses. 
They had obtained a memorial signed, not by 20 consumers, but by 400, to 
the Secretary of State. That memorial was as follows:— 

To the Right Hon, Sir George Grey, Bart., Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary 

: of State for the Home Department. 
The memorial of the undersigned residents and gas consumers within the district 
} at present supplied with gas by the Phanix Gaslight and Coke Company, as defined 
by the map referred to in the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860. 

Under and by virtue of the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, the Phenix Gaslight and 
Coke Company have a district for the supply of gas assigned to them, comprising 
{amongst other places) the parishes and places of Lewisham, Lee, Eltham, Charlton, 
?lumstead and Kidbrook. 
|_ By section 6 of the above Act it is provided that after the expiration of three years 
|for the passing of the Act, Her Majesty’s principal Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department may, upon the requisition of not less than twenty gas consumers within 
lany district or districts proposed to be affected, and upon such proof as therein men- 
‘| tioned, make such alterations in the boundaries of such districts, or admit any new 
| company therein, as he thinks proper, 

The three years limited by the said Act expired on the 28th day of August, 1863. 

The Phenix Gaslight and Coke Company is at present the only company authorized 
to supply gas within the districts so assigned to that company, in accordance with 
the provisions of the said Act, 

Between the census of 1851 and that of 1861 the increase of the population of the 
entire county of Kent was at the rate of 19 per cent. 

The population of the said district of the company has been rapidly increasing 
since the year 1860, and at a very much greater rate than that of the county. 

The several parishes and places in which your memorialists reside—viz., Lewisham, 
Lee, Eltham, Charlton, and Kidbrook, have increased in population during the same 
period at a much greater rate per cent. In particular, the parish of Lee has alone 
increased in population at the rate of 50 per cent. 

That the same parishes and places have, since the census of 1861, continued to 
increase, and are now increasing at a far greater ratio ; and, from the extent of addi- 
tional railway accommodation now about to be opened in the southern portion of the 
said company’s district, such rate of increase cannot fail to be very much greater than 
it has heretofore been. 

A large portion of the area of the district of the said company, including divers 
roads and public ways, is at present without any supply of gas whatever. 

The said Phoenix Company have not deposited a map of their main or district main 
with the clerk of the peace for the county of Kent, in accordance with the provision 
in that behalf of the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860. 

The gas now supplied by the company in their said district is very defective as 
respects both the quantity and quality thereof, and the price thereof is excessive. 

The illuminating power is and has for some time been considerably below the 
standard required by the said Act—viz., 12 sperm candles. 

The said gas contains, and has for some time past contained, a far greater quantity 
of ammonia and sulphuretted hydrogen than the quantities permitted by the said Act. 

The works of the said company are situate at Greenwich, on the banks of the river 
Thames, and at a distance of two miles from the centre of the company’s district, and 
of four miles from the average boundaries thereof. 

Your memorialists submit that the said company have not adequately supplied the 
district of the company with gas, and have substantially failed to tulfil the obligations 
imposed upon the company by the said Act. 

Your memorialists believe that if the affairs of the company had been properly 














conducted, the company would be now in a position very considerably to reduce the 
price and to improve the quality of the gas supplied by them, and at the same time 
to pay the maximum dividends authorized by the several Acts affecting the company, 

The monopoly at present enjoyed by the company is prejudicial to the rights and 
interests of the consumers of gas within the district of the company. 

A company has been formed, and is about to apply to Parliament for power to 
supply gas to a considerable portion of the district of the said company, including 
the parishes and places in which your memorialists reside, andi to certain adjoining 
parishes and places. A 

Your memorialists are informed that such new company is’ prepared to supply the 
district so sought by them with gas of greater illuminating power and purity and 
at a lower price than that supplied by the Phenix Company. " 3 

Your memorialists are prepared and are desirous to give proof to your satisfaction 
of the circumstances aforesaid, and that the said Phenix Gas Company are not ina 
condition adequately to supply the said district with gas, and have failed substan- 
tially to fulfil the obligations imposed upon the company by the said Act. : 

Your memorialists, therefore, humbly request and: pray that upon proof being 
given by your memorialists to your satisfaction that the said Phenix Gas Company 
are not in a condition adequately to supply their said district with gas, or that the 
said company have substantially failed to fulfil the obligations imposed upon the com- 
pany by the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, such alterations may be made in the boun- 
daries of the said district of the company as you may think proper, or that a new 
company may be admitted to supply gas within such district, or that such other 
relief may be afforded in the premises as you may think fit. = ; 
To that memorial he was informed there was no answer in writing, but in 
substance the reply received was that the company were going to Parliament, 
and that Parliament must take action first, and then that it might be 
necessary or not for the Secretary of State to deal with the question of| 
limits. His (Mr. Denison’s) impression was, looking to the construction of 
the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, that in case this company got their bill it 
would not be necessary for them to go to the Secretary of State atall. It 
seemed to him that if the committee took the same view that the promoters 
did as to their limits, they would at once conclude the case and give the 
new company leave to go into the district. Or if, on the other hand, they 
took the contrary view, and said they would only give the promoters cer- 
tain limits without the Phoenix district, then it would be for the Secretary 
of State hereafter to admit them within the limits. Either course would be 
within the discretion of the committee. The memorial just read directed 
the attention of the Secretary of State to the various things in which 
the Phoenix Company had failed to comply with the provisions of the 
Metropolis Gas Act. One of those provisions related to the purity of the 
gas, about which, at the time the bill was before Parliament, there was a 
great deal of discussion. ‘The 25th section enacted that the gas should 
be of such a quality as to be equal according to tests, well known to the 
scientific world, to 12 sperm candles of a certain kind. The weight of | 
the candle and the quantity of candle matter which it was to burn in the 
course of an hour were defined; and it was supposed at that time that 
everything, in fact, had been defined. But he must open the eyes of this 
committee, as he had had to open the eyes of other committees, to a defect 
in the Act of 1860, which was this: that it contained no description of the 
kind of gas-burner to be used for the purpose of testing, beyond the state- 
ment that it was to be “an Argand burner, having 15 holes and a 7-inch 
chimney, consuming 5 cubic feet of gas per hour.” In 1860 it was supposed 
by scientific people that that was definition enough, and that there could 
be no possibility of inventing another kind of burner which, while literally 
complying with the terms of the Act, would give a different result. Since 
then, however, it had been ascertained that there was another kind of 
burner, called Sugg’s burner, which, while complying with the terms of 
the Act, was capable of producing a result very much more favourable to 
the gas companies than was contemplated in that year. The same gas 
which, tested by Sugg’s burner, might appear to be 10-candle gas, might, 
when tested by the burner in use in 1860, be equal only to 7 candles. The 
gas companies had contended that they were entitled, for the purpose of| 
testing, to use the best burner that from time to time could be invented ;| 
and that, if they produced gas equal to 12 candles according to Sugg’s| 
burner, they were complying with the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act. | 
But he thought that nobody could fail to see that the intention of the Act) 
was that the gas should be as good as it was before, and that the gas com- | 
panics were bound to supply what was 12-candle gas according to the} 
then existing tests. Every one had not the same means of applying to the | 
non-Argand burners the same inventions that the companies applied to the | 
Argand burners, so as to get the increased advantages which the companies | 
got the benefit of. In fact, the contention of the companies had been that | 
all the improvements of the burners should be for their benefit, and not for 
the benefit of the public. On the same principle they might contend, if it) 
were a question of specific gravity, that they might diminish the specific| 
gravity of any fluid which they had to supply, by any improvement or 
variation in the mode of making the test. That clearly could not be the 
intention of the Act of Parliament. But in the present instance the pro-| 
moters had a stronger case than that a great deal, for they would be able) 
to satisfy the committee that the Phoenix Company had not, according to 
their own test, been supplying 12-candle gas; in fact, that they had only 
been giving an illuminating power of 10 candles, and worse than 10 candles, | 
according to Sugg’s burner; and that, according to the old burner by which | 
he contended the gas ought to be tried, they had been giving only about 7-| 
candle gas. If they could satisfy the committee of that fact, or anything like 
it, he thought they would have done far more than enough to prove that the 
Pheenix Gas Company had, in the words of the Metropolis Gas Act, “ failed 
to fulfil their obligations,” which, had this been the case of an existing com- 
pany, they would have been called, upon to do in order to satisfy the Secre- 
tary of State. It would probably be said by his leared friends on the other 
side that there was some kind of provision in the Act which enabled the 
consumers to compel the company to supply better gas. To that he made 
this answer. First of all, the consumers could not be everlastingly going 
before a magistrate with questions of this kind: they would weary their 
lives out, spend their money, and do no good in fighting the company. But, 
further, if the consumers really had that remedy, what need was there to 
have given them by the 6th clause an application to the Secretary of State. 
The fact was, the remedy was intended to be what the lawyers called 
“cumulative.” If the defect was only occasional and temporary, or not of 
very great importance, then it was intended apparently that it should be 
inquired into, and dealt with by the magistrates; if there were an habitual 
and permanent contempt of the obligations imposed by Parliament, then 
the stronger remedy was left open to the consumers. If they satisfied the 
Secretary of State, or a committee like the present, that there had been a 
persistent and steady failure to fulfil those obligations, then the time arose, 
according to the Act of 1860, for the introduction of a new company. That 
was what he had to say respecting the 12-candle test. But in the latter 
part of the same clause there were other things provided. Those had refe- 
rence to the purity of the gas, and the witnesses who would presently be 
called would prove that the company had not fulfilled their obligations 10 
this respect. In the memorial presented to the Secretary of State, it was 
alleged that if the Phoenix Company had properly conducted their affairs 
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they would now be in a position considerably to reduce the price and im- 
prove the quality of their cas, while continuing to pay their shareholders 
the maximum dividend authorized by Parliament. He confessed that he 
did not believe the committee would be inclined to go very minutely into 
that question, and he did not intend to raise it unless his learned friends on 
the other side should propose to show the money the company had spent, 
and the corresponding benefits they had conferred upon the public. If they 


profitable employment of the time of the committee, although the topic was 
|one which was very properly raised in the memorial to the Secretary of 
| State, and for him to go into. It only bore on the present case in this way: 
lit might probably be within the knowledge of the committee that for a con- 
| siderable time past there had been a growing complaint in the metropolitan 





the purity and illuminating power of the gas supplied by them. In some 
districts the complaints were of course very different to what they were in 
others, but he thought he should be able to satisfy the committee that the 
Phoenix Company might have reduced their price to a much greater extent 
than they had done. Until lately they had been charging from 4s. Gd. to 5s., 
but since the notices for this bill had been given they had reduced the 
charge, or promised to reduce it, to 4s. 3d. and 4s. But in connexion with 
|this matter there was one point which he must mention to the committee. 
In 1864 the Phoenix Company succeeded in getting a bill through Parlia- 
ment which enabled them to capitalize £144,000 of surplus profits, 


cent. ‘They also obtained power to raise a further sum of £360,000, 
upon which 7} per cent. was divisible, so that the case stood thus: 
the company were not bound to reduce the price of their gas until they got 
10 per cent. upon their original capital, 74 per cent. upon the new capital, 
and 5 per cent. upon their capitalized profits. This certainly did not dis- 
close a-very unhappy state of things as far as the company were concerned, 
and people who had dividends of 10, and 74, and of 5 per cent. upon sur- 
plus profits earned by them were hardly in a condition to come before Par- 
liament and complain that they were injured by a little invasion upon a 
fringe of their district. He called it a little invasion, because, although on 
the map it looked a large slice, it occupied only a thinly populated portion 
of their district, and one which, at any rate, they had not thought it worth 
their while to use much exertion to serve well. The promoters of this biil 
would lay before the committee evidence to show that there had been an 
universal complaint in the district of the quality of the Phoenix gas,and 
there would also be scientific evidence produced to show what was its 
jactual illuminating power as tested with both kinds of burners. They 
| would also be told that the gas evolved very great heat, that it was very 
| disagreeable to the smell, and that it was injurious to the eyes. There was 
| one other topic which they would lay before the committee. They were in 
a condition to prove that the Phcenix Company’s rental had increased 
| £9000 a year during the last three years, or £27,000 in the whole of that 
|period. It might be said that that was only natural, but what he was 
goiug to say was not natural, for he found that, although there had been 
tuis large increase in the rental, the company had not consumed more coal 
|—d. €., they had carried on their works in a far more profitable manner 
than they did three years ago, and probably much move so than they did 
|in 1860. If that were so,it would be another argument to use against them 
|| when they complained that the Kent Gas Company were invading their 
district, because it was evident there would still be enough left for the 
Phoenix Company to supply, and continue them in as good a position as 
jformerly. There were one or two paragraphs in the prospectus issued by 
{the Kent Gas Company which he thought ought to be brought under the 
 eeention of the committee, and the prospectus itself would have to be 
|presented to them in the course of the inquiry. The company was 
jestablished in accordance with resolutions passed at a meeting of 
jinfluential gas consumers at Lee—John Penn, Esq., the well-known 
| engineer of Greenwich, in the chair—and the prospectus stated 
|“ It has been ascertained, from very careful inquiry, that gas of much greater 
\illuminating power and purity than that now supplied in the proposed dis- 
|| trict of the company may be manufactured and delivered to the customers 
|}at a price considerably less than that now charged, and that at the same 
| time, with ordinary management and success, a dividend of not less than 
| 10 percent. per annum may be secured. As Parliament restricts the dividends 
| of gas companies, it is proposed to limit the dividend of this company to 10 per 
;cent. per annum so long as the maximum price is 4s. 2d. per 1000 feet, but 
j with power to pay an additional dividend at the rate of £1 per cent. per 
} annum for every 2d. per 1000 cubic feet reduction in price.” He might tell 
|| the committee that the machinery for this purpose, though it looked at first 

sight rather complicated, was copied from a very well known precedent at 
Nottingham. The committee said to the gas company: “ We will tempt 
you in this way—whenever you reduce your price you shall be allowed to 
raise your dividends.” And that was the first instance of the introduction 
|/of such aclause. The next paragraph in the prospectus stated that— 
||‘ The London gas companies, including the Phoenix Gas Company, pay to 
their shareholders their maximum dividends, and are also paying up arrears 
of past dividends. In the year 1863 the Phcenix Company obtained an 
Act authorizing them to capitalize, at £5 per cent. interest, £144,000 of 
surplus profits, and to distribute the capital thus created by way of bonus, 
|| pro ratd, amongst the shareholders. The Kent Gas Consumers Company 

will offer to the public the following important advantages—the price of 

gas supplied by this company will be reduced 
|| 4 9d. to a maximum of 4s. 2d. per 1000 cubic feet, and it is antic t 
|| after a short period considerable further reductions will, from time to time, 
|; be made. The gas furnished by the company will be equal in illuminating 
| power to 14 candles, according to the Birmingham standard model burner. 
| In order to avoid the annoyance and expense experienced by all gas con- 
|| Sumers in providing and maintaining gas-fittings, the company will, when 
{ desired, lay on the gas and supply the fittings and maintain the same in 
| good repair, charging a rental of 7} per cent. per annum on the amount so 
expended. When this principle is in operation, and the price of gus re- 
duced, the company may fairly look to have all classes as thicir customers. 
Owners of property, especially of small houses, will moreover be enabled, 
without delay, to have gas-fittings placed in each house, being liable only 
| for the small annual per centage which the company will charge as rent. 
| Housesthus furnished will, of course,command a preference amongst tenants. 
| The principle of a gas company supplying fittings, &c., at a rental has been 
successfully adopted in several places. As regards the public lamps, this 
| Company will deal with the local authorities upon the principle recently con- 
ceded after carefulinvestigation tothe townsot Birminghamand Nottingham, 
| that is to say: “1. To supply the public lamps by ineter, the consumption 
\of gas being ascertained by an average of one meter to twelve lamps, or 
\Such number as may be agreed upon, thus affording to the local authorities 


| the means of regulating the quantity of gas consumed, according to the 




































| districts of the unreasonable price charged by the companies, and also as to | 


did, he should be prepared to meet them, but he did not think if would be a | 


| 
| 


and upon that capital they were entitled to take interest at 5 per | 


that— | 


| only 24 were resident at Lewishe 


from the present price of | 
vated that | 





requirements, from time to time,of each particular locality.” Referring tothe 
supply of gas to the public lamps, he remarked that from the experience of 
last year he believed the committee would be satisfied, as the committees 
of last year were satisfied, that when the public lamps were supplied by 
meter, the local authorities would probably have less to pay than £5. 5s. 
each per annum, the charge now inade by the Phoenix Company. “2. Te 
permit the gas to be tested, when and where the authorities may direct, 
without any previous notice to the company.” When the Metropolis Gas 
Bill was before Parliament, there was a great deal of discussion upou this 
point, and the companies succeeded in obtaining six hours notice of any 
intention to test their gas. If anything could have been contrived to make } 
the test absolutely worthless, it was a provision of this sort, because six } 
hours was a suflicient time to enable the companies, if necessary, to alter the | 
character of their gas entirely. It was this conviction which had preveuted 
consumers availing themselves of the provisions of the Act for their protec- | 
tion in going befure the magistrates, when thev had reason to compluin of @ 
defective supply. It only remained for him now to state the estimates for | 
the proposed new works. The capital was to be £100,000, with the usual | 
borrowing powers, and the amount required to be laid out immediately was, 
he believed, £41,000. Of course, in the case of a gas company, a great deal 
must be done gradually, as the demand upon them increased. He did not 
know whether the question would be raised here, as it had been in another 
committee this session, where the committee took the matter into their 
own hands, and required the gas company to divide their capital into certain 
periods, spending so much in a given number of years, and so on. The site 
of the proposed works was in an angle formed by two high railway embank- 
ments, and the position of the ground itself was favourable for such works, 
being low. ‘The owners of the land—the South-Eastern Railway Company 
were favourable to the scheme. They had been forced to buy that nook 
of land, and they were very willing, and indeed desirous, that the ; com - 
pany should make use of it, not ouly because they could make no of it 
themselves, but for another reason. Tue railway company were, lil her 
people, very dissatisfied with the present supply of gas by the PhauixCom- 
pany, and they were contemplating, if this bill did not pass, the ere 
of gas-works of their own, and had s ted this very nook of land for the 
purpose. They had power to do so; nobody could interfere with them, for 
it appeared that Lord St. Germaus, who sold them the land, had by 
ment surrendered his right to acquire any of the snrj land back a . 
But the site, as required for the purpose of the Keut Gas Company, was 
unfortunately opposed by Lord St. Germans, who had a farm adjoining. 
Under the Standing Orders, Lord St. Germans, or his tenant, was entitled 
to notice of the intended application to Parliament, the farm being situated 
within 300 yards of the proposed works, and they had a locus standi before 
the committee in opposition to the bill, but the Standing Orders did not 
require the consent of the parties to be obtained before gas- works were esta- 
blished in that locality. Aithough Lord St. Germans opposed the } 
scheme his tenant did not, but was rather favourable to it than ot! 
There was also a petition presented against the bill by the owners 
and occupiers of dwelling-houses and other property in the parish of 


Lewishain, in which they stated—* That the said sit t present an open 
nd surrounded by parks 
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rural spot commanding au extensive prospect, a 














farms, and gentlemen’s residences, and imme: ‘ly adjoinit ? 
is a large piece of land r purchased, vf now being laid ont 
in detached plots, for building residences, and two have j been 
completed thereon. That much of the other property is equally Ts 












building purposes, and that some of your petitioners have for some time 
past intended so to appropriate it. That, if t proposed gas-works are 
allowed to be erected on the said site they will sadly deteriorate the 
value of ali the surrounding property, and make it utterly useless for 
building purposes. That some of your petitioners wlio are residents in tf 

neighbourhood of the pruposed works have chosen the spot for ¢ 

benefit of the pure and have taken tiecir houses on long tea aiid 
been at a very heavy expense in laying out their grounds.” It was to be 
assumed, as they did not state otherwise, that these petitioners were net 
within the magic circle of 300 ya There was one thing to be observed 
in reference to this petition, and that was that, significantly enough. it 





ed upon by the counsel of the Phoenix ( iny. O 
Of all the persons who had sigue 3 
and 75 were in the parish of Lee. Hew 
many of the 24 resided near the proposed new works they did not coudescend 
to give any information. Then there was a third petition, and that ‘ 
from the owners, &c., of property in the parishes of Lewisham and Lee. and 
they had this statement in their petition“ That the property of which 
some of your petitioners are owners, lessees, or occu) icrs, is situate within 
300 yards, or little more, of the site of the proposed works.” Quly such as 
were within the prescribed distance had a locus standi, and that would be « 
point to be inquired into as the case proceeded. They further stated— 
“ That such of your petitioners as are occupiers of dwelling-leuses ¢ 
cipated much nuisance and annoyance. That, as much of the oth 
perties belonging to your petitioners is well adapted by situation and « 
wise for building purposes, and your petitioners had intended to lay out 
appropriate the same for the building of houses thereon, and some of 
have taken steps for that purpose, that there is uo necessity fur the esta 
blishment of a new company for supplying gas within the parish of Lew 
ham, or for authorizing the construction of any works for the manulactuce 
of gas by a new company within that parish.” Now 52 people whe 
signed that petition lived from 1000 yards to a mile and « half trom th 
of the works, and hereafter he should ask one of his learned friends whe 
appeared on this petition to state whether any of them lived within 
yards. 
Mr. RicwArps said all questions of this kind must be settled before the 
referees. ' 
Mr. Denison said he was told that this bili had never been before the |} 
referees. 3 
The CHamman: We have no report before us from the referees. ; 
Mr. Ricnarps: If the promoters propose to object to locus standi, they 
should have given 24 hours notice, and gone before the referees 
on said he would not spend time in discussing the matter 


was appea 
not be very much surprised at th 
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‘ state, on the other hand, that there was a petition in { 3 
of the bill, signed by 700 of the residents and gas consumers of the diets ! 
Lord St. Germans, in his petition, stated that “ he is possessed of cert: 
estates in the parishes of Lewisham and Lee, and the extra-parochtal p! iF 








of Kidbrook, in the county of Kent,and that the site selected for the ex oe 
of the works was immediately adjacent to his North Park Farm; that «{ 
portion of the said farm called North Park Farm, wherton the farmleows i 
and homestead are situate, lies within 200 yards, or thereabouts, of the site }} 
of the said proposed works; and its value would, by the erection of the saui [4 
works, be very much lessened. That the erection of the proposed ga» }} 
works on the site selected for that purpose would not only seriously det 


ve 
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‘tiorate, in point of value, the last-mentioned farm, but would also seriously 
| prejudice the building value of such of your petitioners said neighbouring 
|lands as are valuable for builaing purposes. That your petitioner is in- 
| formed and believes that within a radius of three miles from the said site 
|| there are six different gas companies entrusted with parliamentary powers 
| | to supply, and whose works do amply supply, the said district with gas. That 
| 








there is no necessity for a new company for supplying gas, or for con- 
| structing gas-works within the district proposéd, inasmuch as the said dis- 
trict is already sufficiently provided by existing companies.” Now, upon 
that point, he (Mr. Denison) was quite sure that his lordship was misin- 





| 

|| by the works of the promoters, there would be no difficulty in dealing with 
that at the proper time. In the case of the Imperial Gas Company, a few 
||days previously, a similar question had arisen; and the committee would 





1 


necessary, to compensate the petitioner. 


mage. Having made these statements, so as to put the committee in pos- 
session of the general features of the bill, he would now leave the witnesses 
to work out those facts more in detail. 
William Carr, Esq., M.D., examined by Mr. Currry. 
Iam a doctor of medicine, and a Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons. 
I reside at Lee Grove, Blackheath. For many years I have been supplied 
with gas by the Phoenix Company. I believe that gas to be bad in illumi- 
nating power, and the heat produced in burning it is excessive. In my 
opinion, a new gas company is very much required in that district. To my 
knowledge, there have been repeated complaints of the supply of gas by 
the Phoenix Company for years past, from all classes of society. 
j the site of the proposed new works, and consider it is a good one. I have 
some land in the neighbourhood, but I do not entertain any objection as a 
| landowner to the proximity of those works. My land is about a quarter or 
ja half mile distant from the site. Itis building land; I bought it for the 
| purpose, and intend to use it for building. Speaking professionally, I do 
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;formed. As to the question of whether any damage would be occasioned | 


{no doubt do as was done then—require the company, if they thought it | 
Although they did not take his | 
}| lund, it was competent to the committee to give Lord St. Germans a clause | 
| providing for what might be called contingent injury or consequential da- | 


| it under some heavy penalty. 


I know | 


}|not think the works would be detrimental to persons living in the neigh- | 


| I was present at a meeting held at Blackheath on the 7th of 
The first resolution adopted by that meeting was moved by 


It was—* That, in the opinion 


bourhood. 
|| February last. 


i 


} | Mr. Farnail, and seconded by Mr. Lawrence. 


|| of this meeting, the gas supplied by the Phoenix Gaslight and Coke Com- | 


|pany, in the district of Lee, Lewisham, and Blackheath, is of inferior qua- 
‘‘iity, being deficient in illuminating power and unnecessarily impure; and 
|| that the price of gas is excessive.” The second resolution, proposed by Mr. 
|| Richardson, and seconded by Mr. Eborall, the general manager of the South- 
Eastern Railway Company, was—* That this meeting, having heard read 

| the prospectus of the Kent Gas Consumers Company, and the heads of the 
i {bill now in Parliament, approve of the same, and is of opinion that the 
{establishment of an independent company of consumers in the Les and 
; Lewisham district is urgently called for, and will be highly beneficial to the 
|{district.”. The third resolution, proposed by myself, and seconded by Mr. 
|| Rodwell, was—* That this meeting pledges itself to support the Kent Gas 


| that I have seen persons tumble down. 


| Consumers Company, and (in the event of the company obtaining the ne- | 


;cessary parliamentary powers) to become consumers of gas upon the terms 
|| stated in the prospectus.” That meeting was well attended—the room was 
i! crowded almost entirely by persons resident in the neighbourhood. I re- 
|| member an accident which occurred on the South-Eastern Railway through 
the defective supply of gas. It was this:—Some years ago, a lady, of the 
name of Layton, living in the village of Blackheath, took a ticket for the 
purpose of going to town by rail, and the light was so defective on the plat- 
|} form that she could not see. 

'| Mr. Ricnarps: I object to this; it is mere rumour (To witness:) Were 
|| you on the platform ? 

| Witness: No; but I attended the patient myself, and the case was 
}| inquired into. 

|] Mr. Rrcrarps: You were not on the platform ? 

| Witness : No; the case was inquired into, and you shall hear the issue. 

| Mr. Ricitanps: I object to this evidence; it is mere hearsay. 

{| 1Vitness : It is not hearsay, it is fact. 
{| 
{ 





Mr. Ricrarnps: Did you see that the platform was insufficiently lighted? 

Witness : [know she was brought from the platform damaged, and she 
brought an action against the company. 

By Mr. Currry: I attended her when she was brought from the platform 
injured. I frequently remarked that the platform was badly lighted, so that 
a person might readily fall down. 

Mr. Currry: Though you were not present, was not the general under- 
| standing that the accident occurred through defective lighting? 

}| Mr. Rrearps: I object to this question about the “general understand- 
\ing.’’ We must draw the line somewhere. 

| Mr. Crvrry (to witness): Have you any other general knowledge about 
| the defective lighting by the Phoenix Company? 

| Witness: Many of my friends have complained, and I have seen that 
| their rooms were badly lighted, and can therefore bear testimony that their 
' complains were well founded. 

| Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: I ama supporter of the new com- 
pany. I have paid money into the bank for shares, which have been 
allotted to me in the event of the bill being obtained. I am not an actual 
; shareholder, because there are no shares in existence, Iam an intended 
| Ser My residence is about a mile from the site of the intended 





| works, The works must stink a good deal before I smelt themthere. I do 
not think they would be detrimental to the health of persons living a 
}| quarter of mile off. [should not like to live within 100, or even 300 yards. 
| 1 have not paid that extreme attention to the subject to be able to give an 
exact answer as to within what limits they would be detrimental, I be- 
lieve the meeting at Blackheath was the result of a general feeling through- 
ont the whole neighbourhood that such a meeting should be convened for 
the purpose of getting better gas. I took no part in convening the meeting. 
I saw placards about announcing that it was to take place. Mr. Eborall, 
the general manager of the South-Eastern Company, is a gentleman of con- 
siderable influence, and a very gentlemanly fellow. Ido not know any- 
thing of the details of the arrangement with the South-Eastern Railway 
Company to sell the land for the site of the works. 
a director of the gas company. I think 400 or 500 people were at the 
meeting, including all classes. The majority for the two first resolutions 





They were quite unanimous. There was a divided 
feeling about the other. Iam not personally conversant with the amount 
of light given by the gas of the Phcenix Company, but it is bad. I have 
never inyself tested it. I visit friends in town who burn better gas than [ 
do, and therefore I am convinced that my gas is bad. I have visited friends 
fin the north who burn better gas than those in London. The illuminating 


two first resolutions, 





was very good; indeed I should say that the entire meeting went for the | 


| gas were properly made. 
I think Mr. Eborall is | 


' into most valuable materials, which are saleable. 
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power depends upon the quality of the coal used. I think the price charged 
by the Phoenix Company is very dear. I believe it is now 4s. 6d. or 4s, 9d, 
It is not 4s. 3d. I paid a bill either yesterday or the day before of £7, at 
the rate of 4s. 9d. per 1000 feet. ; 

Mr. Ricnarps: Do you not know perfectly well that some time ago the 
Phoenix Company issued a notice that on the 25th of March the price of gas 
would be reduced from 4s. 9d. to 4s. 3d.? 

Witness: I received a bill from the Phoenix Company the other day, 
telling me that on the Ist of April the price would be reduced to 4s. 3d. 

Mr. Ricuarps: The price charged by the Phoenix Company being 4s. 34d., 
what is the price which you propose by this bill? 

Witness: i have not gone much into detail in this matter. 

Mr. RicHarps: You know that it is 4s, 2d.? 

Witness: 1am much obliged to you for telling me. 

Cross-examination continued: The Phoenix Company do not supply me 
with a meter gratuitously. I paid so much a quarter for the use of it, and 
they defied me to meddle with it at my peril. On one occasion, at dinner 
time, I and my friends had to sit in the dark, while the soup and fish were 
getting cold, till candles could be procured. It was many years ago that I 
paid meter-rent. The company supplied the meter under certain conditions, | 
which stated that I was not to meddle with it, or to connect or disconnect | 
I was annoyed at the lights going out, and| 
wrote to the company to say that, unless they removed the meter, I would. 
I do not know that for the last 12 years the company have not charged 
meter-rent. I have not paid any lately. I have an impression that I 
bought my meter. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Supposing that the Phoenix Company supply their gas at 
4s. 3d. without charging meter-rent, what economy will there be in your 
paying the new company 4s. 2d. and a meter-rent in addition? 

Witness: Bad gas is dear at any price. The gas at 4s. 2d. would be 
cheaper if the quality is better. I do not know what the illuminating 
power proposed in this bill is. | 

Mr. Ricuarps: Then you do not know that it will be better than the! 
Pheenix? | 

Witness: I have some confidence in the directors of this company, but I 
have none in the Phoenix Company. } 

Mr. Ricnarps: You have told us something about the railway platform. | 
How many burners are there on the platform ? 

Witness : The railway company believed when the platform was made | | 
that they placed a sufficient number of burners upon it to light the whole |} 
length. I cannot tell how many burners there are. I have seen the plat-|| 
form well lighted sometimes, but more frequently badly lighted—so badly 








| 
Mr. Ricirarps: I suppose that was particularly late in the evening—after || 
dinner? 
WVitness : No; it was before dinner. 
Cross-examined by Mr. CALVERT: 
promoting this company. 
Mr. Curry objected to the locus standi of Mr. Calvert. He did not know 
for whom his learned friend appeared. 1] 
Mr. CaLverr said the objection came too late. All objections to the || 
locus standi of petitioners must, according to the Standing Orders, be made | 
before the referees. 
Mr. Cuirry: This bill has not been before the referees at all. i 
| 


Ihave not taken an active part in 





Mr. Ricuarps: That is your fault. 
Mr. Cnirry: No, it is the fault of those who did not oppose, so as to make || 
us go before them. | 
Mr. CAtvert read the Standing Orders Nos. 125 and 128, and submitted || 
that all questions of locus standi were now settled by the referees or by the j 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. After some further con- || 
versation, | 

Mr. Currrty said, for the sake of saving the time of the committee, he 
would not press his objection. | 

Cross-examination of witness continued: My name has appeared as the | 
auditor of the new company, but, strictly speaking, I am not the auditor, || 
for there are as yet no accounts to audit. I am quite aware that the au- 
thority and influence of my name has been held out on behalf of this com- 
pany. Ido not object to that; on the contrary, I approve of it. I think || - 
there were about 12 or 14 gentlemen on the platform at the meeting at | 
Blackheath. I do not know that that number included all the directors of | 
the new company except two. The early part of the meeting was very 
quiet and well conducted, and the first two resolutions passed without op- 
position. The latter part was very noisy, With reference to the question 
of the site of the proposed works, an amendment was moved. The meeting 
admitted the defective character of the present supply; but when the site | | 
of the new works was mentioned several gentiemen in the meeting opposed | 
it. I should think the site is at least 400 yards from the nearest house. | 
The result of the division on the amendment was a majority in favour of 
the site. I cannot tell in what proportion the numbers were; the chairman 
did not state it. I think he was repeatedly called upon to do so, but he did | 
not. There were not many persons who spoke against the company. | 

By Mr. BATEMAN: I think the proposed site is a good one, because it is! 
low, which favours the ascent of the gas; it is also removed a considerable 
distance from houses. I know the North Park Farm, and also Mr. Shep- 
herd’s house. I should think the latter is at least 400 yards off the site. 

Mr. BaTemMAN: I am sorry to tell you it is only 200 yards off. 

Witness: The district is a thoroughly country district. If my building | 
land were at the spot where Mr. Shepherd lives I do not think it would | 
damage my property. I see no objection myself to living within 400 yards | 
of a well-conducted gas-works. By “ well-conducted” I mean where gas | 
is made in the best way, in accordance with the most advanced views of 
chemistry, and where the company make gas, not coke. I should not think 
it a recommendation to, but Ido not think such works would deteriorate 
the value of property. I have no conception of the quantity of coal neces- 
sarily consumed per diem in the gas-works of this description. If 150 tons 
were consumed per diem, I should think there would be no nuisance if the 
I do not know whether the proposed works 
would overtop the railway embankments. I know that in the manu- 
facture of gas sulphurous acid is produced, but I also know that the pro- 
ducts of gas are now so far protected from escape that they are converted 
I know that ammonia Is 
evolved, but I also know that when they allow it to escape it is to their 
own loss. If it is allowed to escape it is is very injurious to health, but in 
well-conducted gas-works they do not allow it to escape. When the pro- 
ducts of the manufacture of gas are allowed to escape they destroy vege- 
tation, but they ought not to be wasted in that way. I believe it is quite 
possible to prevent it, and at the City Gas-Works, which I have visited, they 
do not suffer them to escape. I have paid a deposit of £1 per share on 50 
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the whole of that money will not be returned to me. 
the residences of some of the principal petitioners against the bill. 


about 30 years. With few exception, most of the gentlemen just named do 
not live in the vicinity of the proposed works. I believe the site is the best 


tween two embankments, which I am told are 20 feet high, or more. Mr. 
John Penn, the celebrated engineer, was in the chair at the Blackheath 
meeting. There is an universal feeling in the neighbourhood that we want 
better gas. I have no confidence in the Phenix Company, from my long 
experience, that they will keep down the price to the reduction lately made. 


would rather pay 4s. 6d. per 1000 for good gas than 4s. for the gas they 


put in total darkness. The residual products of gas-works are more 
of getting a dividend if they waste those products. 

By Major Gavin: They were all gas consumers at the Blackheath meet- 
ing, except a certain number, who went apparently to make a disturbance. 
Some of the opponents were residents in the neighbourhood, and of great 
respectability, but I think the noise made at the mecting, as far as I could 
; gather, was made by persons not known iu that neighbourhood, who had 
| apparently come for the purpose. I think it quite right I should state that 
|some persons of great respectability, who opposed the site, still wish for 
| new gus-works, 
| The CuarrMan: I think it right to state, for the information of counsel, 

that the point as to the locus standi has been submitted to Mr. Adair, 
‘and to Mr. Rickards, the Speaker’s counsel, in this way:—“The pro- 
| moters object to the locus standi of petitioners against the bill—the bill has 
{never been before the referees. The petitioners argue that the objection 
| cannot, therefore, now be taken. Your opinion is asked.” The reply is as 
| follows:—“ The promoters may object to the locus standi of petitioners, and 
{give them notice of the grounds of their objection; and if the promoters, 
|| being the petitioners before the referees, with whom alone rests the juris- 
|| diction as to locus standi, unless in any case arising during an inquiry before 
|| the committee, haye not objected before the referees, they cannot now 
|| object.” 








Mr. Robert Prowse, examined by Mr. MELLor. 
|; I reside at Lee, and am a member of the vestry of that parish, and of the 
|| Plumstead Board of Works. I have paid attention to the lighting of the 
|| district, and consider it very defective. ‘Tle gas is deficient in illuminating 
| power. I use the gas in my own establishment. It is very destructive to 
|| gilding, and renders the ceilings very black in a short time. There is a con- 
siderable heat evolved by it, more than ordinarily should be. I have had 
|| to do with the manufacture of gas. I was chairman of a gas company in- 
troduced into the colony of Newfoundland. I have recently visited the site 
of the proposed works of the Kent Gas Company, and I think a less objec- 
tionable site could not have been selected for the supply of Lee and its 
neighbourhood with gas. There is a general fecling against the Phoenix 
Company in the district, and a desire to obtain a better supply of gas at a 
more moderate price. I have every expectation that the new company 
will remedy the evils complained of. I attended the public meeting at 
Blackheath, but was not on the platform. The first resolution passed with- 
out a dissentient, and I think the second also, but I am not so certain about 
that. The question of site appeared to be the only one upon which any 
discussion or opposition was raised. The opposition to it was raised by 
persons who had acceded to the first resolution, which aflirmed the 
| complaints as to the quality and price of the present supply of gas. 
| Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: I am neither directly nor indirectly 
|| connected with the new company as a director or shareholder; but I have 
| an interest,in common with all the inhabitants of Lee, to get a better supply 
|of gas. Good gas will not evolve so much heat as inferior gas does, as I 
know from experience. I have never tested the illuminating power of the 
| Phoenix gas. Iam a member of the vestry of Lee, but I never read the 
| Metropolis Gas Act, and consequently am not aware that the vestry have 
; the power of testing the gas supplied to them. The vestry have not taken 
any steps to do so that 1am aware ef. We have confined ourselves to 
| complaining of the quality of the gas. We have complaiued to the Plum- 
stead Board, to which board Lee sends a certain number of members. I am 
not aware of the particular time when this was done. I know that a com- 
plaint has been made to the Plumstead Board, from Lee and other parishes 
of the quality of the gas supplied; and thereupon directions were given to 
, the clerk to represent it to the company. ‘The Lee vestry itself has never 
applied to the company directly; they did it through the Plumstead Board, 
which is the proper channel. I think it has been done more than once, 
and within the last year—at all events, so far as my memory serves me. 
It may have been three times that the Plumstead Board have complained 
to the Pheenix Company, in the course of Jast year, and that upon the re- 
presentation of the Lee committee of that board. Ido not know whether 
it was in writing. The clerk was directed, and a minute was made—as far 
as my memory serves me—of the quality of the gas, and some action has 
| been taken upon it; but as to the particular mode of the proceeding, my 
memory will not serve me. I do not know that tae local authorities at Lee 
have ever provided proper apparatus to test the gas. I have not long re- 
sided there, but I think I should have heard of it if they had. Iam not 
aware that they have appointed an examiner, under the provisions of the 
| Metropolis Gas Act; it may have been done before I came to reside there. 


|| By Mr. Bateman: I do not recollect that there was any specific amend- 
|Ment moved at the Blackheath meeting with reference to the site, but there 
was an objection made to it. There was avery strong feeling against it, but 
it was limited to a small portion of the meeting. I do not recollect whether 
|| the amendment was to transfer the works to Eltham. I think it is absurd 
| to raise an objection to the proposed site. If I lived where Mr. Shepherd 
|| does, I would rather not have the works there; but I cannot say what I 
|| might have done. 
|| By Mr. Saunpenrs: Mr. Shepherd’s is the only residence within 200 or 
| 300 yards. I do not know that a large number of persons share in the 
|| Objection to the site. 
|| _Re-examined by Mr. Curry: The very persons who at the meeting 
|| Objected to the site, expressed themselves pointedly that they did not object 
to the resolution as to the quality of the present supply of gas. I appre- 
| hend the mode which the Lee vestry took to make known their complaint 
|through the Plumstead Board was the proper mode. I know nothing of 
|| Mr. Shepherd, and never heard of his name till now. If I were resident in 
| his house, I should wish the gas-works not to be erected there; but at the 
| Same time I do not think it would be very objectionable. One does not like 
ito see a smoking, belching chimney, even at 400 or 500 yards off. There 
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Witness was further cross-examined by Mr. CALVERT, as to the locality of 
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shares in the new company, and I am aware that if this Act is not obtained | V 
| gas-works would be. 


Re-examined by Mr. Catvert: I have lived in the parish of Lewisham | 


in the neighbourhood, which is not much built upon. The site is be- | 


If this bill is not passed, I have very little doubt they will raise it again. I | E ] n 
| great deal, and getting discoloured. It is the general opinion in the neigh- 
supply. They forced me to keep the wet meter, and several times I was | 


valuable than the gas itself. The new company will have very little chance | 
| upon their shares. I believe they have done so without any exception. 


| even the quality on one side, I think the price is dear. We propose to start | 
| at 4s. 2d., as against their 4s. 3d. We shall charge for meters. I believe! 
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are breweries sending forth their smoke very much nearer to Lee than these 





Benjamin Cook, Esq., examined by Mr. Crurrry. 

I am in the commission of the peace, and reside at Heath House, Black- 
heath. I am the chairman of the proposed company, which is promoted 
nearly, if not quite, by persons who are or will be consumers of gas. I 
can speak as to the complaints I have heard from many of my friends and 
neighbours as to the quality of the gas supplied by the Phoenix Company, 
and also as to the quality of that supplied to my own house. Its illumi- 
nating power appears to have been very defective. I have noticed the heat 
produced by it, and have had great complaints about it by my friends when 
they came to see me. I know that the heat of the gas in a room is very dis- 
agreeable, but I do not profess to speak scientificaily. 1 think the price 
charged by thein is very dear. I have noticed the gas-burners furring a 


bourhood that a new gas company is required. The Kent Gas Company is 
a perfectly bond fide company—there never was a more bond fide company. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: The directors have paid up £1 each 


The first issue of 2500 shares are all taken up,and £1 each paid upon them, 
so that we have £2500 to begin life with here. I reside about a mile and a 
half from the proposed works, as the crow flies. By the road it would be 
about a couple of miles. I have never measured it; I cannot say whether 
it is three miles. I should think it would be well out of the smell. I do} 
not know what the illuminating power of the Phoenix gas is. I do not pro- 
fess to state scientifically. I only judge in the ordinary way. Putting} 





the Phoenix Company do not now charge for meters I do not know how 
long they have ceased to do so; it is not veryrecently. I do not know how! 
much per 1000 cubic feet the rent of a meter would come to; for an ordi-| 
nary consumption of gas it would be very trifling. 

By Mr. Barreman: I support the proposed site as being the most suitable| 
for the works. There are means of access to it along by the railway. There} 
is no station there. It is arranged that we are to have a roadway to the} 
site when we buy the ground, from Burnt Ash Lane on the north of the) 
railway. I have not considered this matter, and would rather not speak 
more upon the point. 

3y Mr. Saunpers: The part of Blackheath in which I live is in the parish 
of Greenwich. We do not propose to include Greenwich in our district. I} 
do not think that that argues an imperfection in the scheme. My own 
house is not included in it. I should be very muci: surprised if gentlemen 
from Lee and Lewisham should come here to say that they are content| 
with the existing supply of gas. I do not believe they are satisfied. I am) 
connected with a chapel at Blackheath. We have never made any com-} 
plaints to the Phoenix Gas Company of the gas supplied by them there. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: Sometimes the lights have been defective. | 
The maximum in our bill is 4s. 2d., and we cannot go beyond that. The; 
Phoenix Company are not limited even to the 4s. 9d. they have charged 
until recently, and there is no guarantee that they may not go back to'{ 
that price. Our illuminating power is to be 14 candles, whereas theirs is 
only 12. We propose that the illuminating power shall be tested by the 
burner adopted last year in the Birmingham case. 

Dr. James Brown, examined by Mr. MEtLor. 

I reside at Lee, and am supplied with gas by the Phaenix Company. In} 
a general way I have noticed the quality of the gas. I have observed that 
it is weak, and deficient in illuminating power, and also that it makes the; 
room warmer than it ought to be. I believe that bad gas and great heat) 
are coincident conditions, and the reason is the impurity of the gas. I have 
noticed in a general way that the light of the street-lamps is weak and bad. | 
In my opinion, the new company, if incorporated, will supply the deficiencies 
and imperfections at present existing. 1] think the company is necessitated 
by the requirements of the neighbourhood. I think the proposed site of the 
works is a good one; I do not think a better is to be found in the districc, 
and I do not apprehend any injury from the works in a sanitary point of 
view. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: I do not live very near the site—, 
perhaps about the third of a mile. All gas gives out some heat in burning,, 
but I think the gas of the Phoenix Company gives a greater quantity of heat 
than good gas would do. I think if you got more light you would get less 
heat. Iam not connected with the vestry or local board. When I say the| 
gas is weak, I mean that its illuminating power is deficient. I have never 
tested it in any way. | 

By Mr. Bateman: I have resided in that locality between two and three} 
years. I should think that gas-works, if situated very near to residences, | 
would be detrimental to health—I mean within 100 or 200 yards. I should) 
not like a house close by. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: At the distance of one-third of a mile, I) 
apprehend no injury whatever. I know that it is the hydrogen which | 
causes the greater heat in the gas, and that the greater the quantity of| 
hydrogen the more impure the gas is. It is the carbon that burns. I have! 
observed that the quality of the gas in Scotland is particularly good—much| 
better than any gas we get here; there is great light, but little heat. | 

Mr. Edward Chapman, examined by Mr. Currry. 

I am the station-master at Blackheath, and have been so for 15 years | 
T reside at the station, which, with the buildings connected to it, is lighted 
by the Phoenix Gas Company. Many times I have heard complaints of the 
insufficiency of the gas supplied by tue company. The station itself is very | 
badly supplied. I should say it is caused by want of pressure. Many times} 
I have had cause to fear that accidents would arise to people getting in and 
out of the trains through the insufficiency of the light. 1 have made several 
complaints to the gas company with no effect whatever. Some years ago I} 
personally made complaints to them; since then | have made them to the 
general manager of the line. I have very often found the signal lights in- 
sufficient, and have had to eke them out with oil many times. We thought 
at one time the meter was out of order, and we had a larger meter fixed. 
The result was still the same; sometimes better, sometimes worse. I have 
very often noticed the ammonia which cullected in the gas-fittings. Our 
own man comes and takes the pipes to pieces when a necessity arises, aud,| 
of course, I now leave it tohim to complain, as it is his department. I 
merely complain of the insufficient supply, and the company send the man 
to look at the pipes. I have many times seen ammonia taken out in large 
quantities, almost sufficient to stop the pipes. 1 can speak, I think, en- 
tirely the feeling of the shopkeepers of Bluckheath that they consider the 
present supply of gas deficient both in quality and quantity. If we got 
better supplied I think a new company would be a boon to the locality. I 
have found that the pressure has been better during the last few weeks. I 
have a perfect knowledge of the accident referred to by the last witness. A 
lady, named Layton, living in Blackheath village, fell in endeavouring to}? 
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get into the train, and legal measures were taken against the railway com- 
pany to compensate her for injuries she had received. The accusation was 
that the supply of light on the platform was deficient, and I think the Hon. 
Mr. Denman, who was the arbitrator, made the company pay £140 to Mrs. 
Layton for the damage done. The deficiency of light was the fault of the 
ges company. There was the same number of burners then that we con- 
ducted our traffic by. I think the number was sufficient if the gas had 
been good. We have lengthened our platform since, and more burners have 
been put up. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Rtcuarps: I do not know whether the railway 
eompany, having been mulct in £140, brought an action against the gas 
eompany. I should have done so myself. Iam simply an official of the 
railway, a. d am not allowed to inquire too particularly into matters away 
from the station. It is not at allan uncommon thing for a railway to have to 
pay compensation for accidents. The solicitors who are promoting this bill 
wrote to me to come here asa witness. Mr. Eborall, the general manager 
of the railway, did not mention it to me. 
rectors of the new gas company. Any complaint I had to make against the 
Phoenix Company would be made through him. I cannot say when I made 
the last complaint; I should think it has been once every two months for a 
series of years. I have never been more than two months without com- 
planing of the gas supply during the last 145 years. The complaints have 
been sometimes verbally, but generally they have been in writing. The 
station lies low: it is on the side of a hill. My complaints do not go up to 
the present time. 
few weeks, but I should like the quality to be better, as well as the quan- 
tity. The pressure now is very good indeed. The ammonia which stopped 
the pipes was in a state of crystallization; it was naphthaline. Iam not 
aware that there is any difficulty for the gas companies to get rid of the 
paphthaline. 

$y Mr. BAremAN: Iam not aware that the railway company are pro- 
moting this bill. Iam perfectly aware that there is a difficulty in supply- 
ing gas to a place which lies low. After the accident referred to we placed 
another Jamp at the end of the platform, but 1 think we also lengthened the 
| platform. We gave the company the opportunity of supplying another 
burner. 

Re-examined by Mr. Cuirry: Our station is higher than Lewisham, 














| Tuurspay, Marcu 30. 
Mr. John Nelson, examined by Mr. MILien. 
I am station-master at Lewisham, and have been there nearly 12 years. 
The station is supplied with gas by the Phoenix Company; it is very badly 
lighted. At times the gas is very bad in quality, and poor in supply. 
have many times made it a ground of 
inspeetor of gas on the line. The sig 
lighted. It is remedied by getting the company’s gas-fitters down to clear 
the pipes of the ammonia, which causes the obstruction. 
| seen them blow it out. 
last three months since the agitation about this bill commenced. 






The 


been an amount of opposition which I should not have expected. The 
ground of the opposition is the proposal to bring gas-works into the 
neighbourhood, 

Cross-examined by Mr. RicuArps: After hearing the opinions expressed 
about the existing supply, | was hardly prepared for the opposition. The 
only opposition I have heard of is as to the site of the proposed works. I 
do not know that within a radius of about four miles there are already six 
gas-works existing. [M»p shown to witness.] I see there are marked here 
the Eltham works, the Phoenix works, the Woolwich Equitable, the Wool- 











and the Crystal Palace District works. I cannot give an opinion as to 
whether the inhabitants of the neighbourhood think it very unreasonable 
| to introduce a seventh. 1 had no notion there were so many as six in the 
district. I think the more there are the better, if you geta good article. I 
know that Mr. Eborall, the general manager of the railway, is a director of 
jthe new company. The solicitors for the bill spoke to me about coming 
here. I have seen the naplithaline blown out of the supply-pipes as a sort 
f white erysta!. Our station is considerably exposed to change of tem- 
perature from currents of air. I do not know anything of the proposed 
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i By Mr. Bareman: We have a great number of passengers daily to and 

| from London at our station. I heard yesterday that there had been a re- 
monstrance addressed by these gentlemen to the railway company against 
;| these works, and that a deputation waited upon them; but Ido not know 
what it was about. 
| meu: of this company. 
is to get pure air. 








The object of these gentlemen in living at Lewisham 

I cannot give an opinion as to whether that object 
would be promoted by the establishment of a seventh gas company there. 
1 do not know that the railway company have not thought fit to attend to 
the remenstrance of the deputation. 

By Mr. SAuNpEns: As station-master at Lewisham, I am in the habit of 
talking to people who come to the station, and seeing the men frequently a 
work blowing out the pipes; the couversation has turned upon gas, [Peti- 
tion hauded to witness.] I know many of the names appended to this 
petition. I should be surprised to hear that all these gentlemen are satis- 
fied with the present supply of gas. If it should turn out so, my opinion as 
to the unaninuty of the town would be in some degree shaken. I live oppo- 
site the station, whic, | think, is abeut a mile from the proposed works, 
but [ have never been to the spot. I do not apprehend they would be any 
inconvenience to me. I did not attend the meeting at Blackheath. I have 
not taken an active part in getting up the petition in favour of the com- 
pany. Idid not go about to get signatures, nor tell any one else to ask 
for any. 

Ke-examined by Mr. Cutty: I have never been conscious of the exist- 
ence of the six gas-works referred to, nor experienced any inconvenience or 
neisance from them. We have had smells from the manure-works at 
Deptford. I have heard one continual complaint from almost every one as 
to the quality of the Phoenix Company's gas. The only division of opinion 
bas been as to the site of the proposed works. 

Mr. Augustus Mason, examined by Mr. Crurry. 

Iam 5 partner in the firm of Taylor, Mason, and Taylor, of Furnival’s 
Inn, and am solicitor to this bill. I have resided at Lee nearly five years. 
I produce the subscribers deed, numerously signed. It is wholly untrue to 
say that this is not a bond fide company. I also produce the company’s 
prospectus. I have been supplied with gas by the Phoenix Company, and 
| bave fonnd its illuminating power very bad at times. My wife has com- 
| plained very much about it, and I myself, at times, have hardly been able 
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We have had a considerably better supply for the last | 


mplaint to our manager and the | 
ials are also at times very badly | 


people in the neighbourhood are one and all agreed that the supply of gas | 
is bad, or they were so previous to this agitation; but since then there has | 


wich, Charlton, and Plumstead Gas Consumers works, the Arsenal works, | 


site for the new works, nor of any agreement with the railway company for | 


I assume that it was to protest against the establish- | 





I know that he is one of the di- | 


J have frequently | 
he supply of gas has been much better during the | 


to see in a room 22 feet by 16 or 17, in which there are three gas-burners, 
There have been numerous complaints, and about a year and a half ago, 
some gentlemen living in the neighbourhood combined together for the 
purpose of ascertaining what the state of the gas was, as far as its illumi- 
nating power and purity went, and they put down a sum of money— 
£5 each—for the purpose of having it tested. I cannot tell what 
the resuit of the test was, but there are persons here who 
can tell. I believe the illuminating power was very defective. I do 
not know that any representation was made to the Phoenix Company on 
the subject; I made none. This company has been entirely originated || 
among persons who will be consumers, and has grown out of the dissatis- | 
faction in the neighbourhood with the existing supply of gas. I have here| 
a paper signed by 133 or 136 persons who have agreed to take gas from the | 
company, representing upwards of 1000 lights. 








On one occasion I had} 
reason to complain of the discourtesy of the Phoenix Company, who cut off 
my supply. On the 9th of June last the collector called for the quarter's 
gas-rent due at Lady-day, £4. 4s. 1d., and, as | was not at home, he said | 
he would call again in two days. My wife told him a cheque would be 
sent as usual, and it was sent on the 27th of June. On the evening of the 
28th, as I was coming home, I found a man at work at my gate, and, when 
I asked what he was doing, he told me he was putting on the gas again, 
which had been cut off early on the previous day, before any one was up, 
because my account was not paid. Our company have entered into a pro- 
visional agreement with the Eltham Gas Company, to purchase their works. 
I produce the agreement. The district of that company comprises nearly 
half the area which we propose to supply, but it is the least populous half 
of the district. The agreement for purchase is provisional upon our obtain- 
ing this Act. The petition presented in favour of the bill is signed by 600 
or 700 persons, generally residents in the neighbourhood. Nearly all the, 
tradesmen in Blackheath have signed it, i am told. I was present at the 
meeting there. The first resolution was passed unanimously, but there was} 
a great deal of discussion upon the second. Mr. Lloyd, who was the leader 
of the opposition on the part of the owners, admitted that the present gas 
was impure and bad, but, as far as the site of the proposed works is con- | 
cerned, he objected to it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarns: We have not got any written agree- | 
ment with the South-Eastern Railway Company for the sale of the intended 
site. I was not present when the agreement was made with them. The 
matter was left to Mr. Ryde, the surveyor of the South-Eastern Company, to | 
settle. | 

Mr. Ricuarps: Then what is the meaning of the allegation in your bill || 
— The company may by agreement, but only by agreement, purchase and 
use for the purposes of their undertaking the following land?” Task you 
what arrangement or agreement has been entered into with the South- 
Eastern Company ? 

Witness: Personally, I know of none at all. Mr. Ryde, the surveyor to 
the South-Eastern Company, is here, and he will be able to tell. He is/}| 
going to be called as a witness. i| 

Mr. Ricuarps: You have no binding agreement. Perhaps you trust 
therefore to the fact of Mr. Eborall, the general manager, being one of the } 
directors of the new company ? 

Vitness : No; because the directors have had it be 
went down to view the site. 1 
Mr. Ricuarps: I understand you distinctly to say that there is no bind- 
ing agreement of any sort or description at present with the South-Eastern i 
Railway Company? 1] 

Witness: Not in my possession. Mr. Ryde will be able to tell you if there || 
has been a resolution passed by the company. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Can you tell the committee what degree of certainty |) 
exists as to your getting this land after the passing of the bill. || 

Witness : Yes; I believe there is every certainty. 

Cross-examination continued: I found that belief upon the interview 
which I have had with some of the directors of the company, with Mr. | 
Ryde, the surveyor, and with the general manager. The director with} 
whom I had an interview is Mr. Jonathan Mellor, and I went down with |) 
him to the site. He told me that he did not think it would at all injure the || 
buildings, and he left me with the impression upon my mind that we were || 
to have the site. The question of price is entirely left, as between the} 
railway company and ourselves, in the hands of Mr. Ryde; we agree to be} 
bound by tke price which he fixes. The owner of the adjoining land} 
towards Mottingham is, I am told, Lord St. Germans. I know that he| 
holds large property there. The railway company have not mentioned any | 
difficulty as likely to arise, with regard to adjoining holders, under the} 
128th section of the Lands Clauses Act. The complaints of the Phoenix} 
Company's gas which have been made to me are very numerous. | wrote 
a letter to them when they cut off my gas, but I have never written to |} 
them complaining of the quality of the gas. ‘The gentlemen who combined || 
to have the gas tested, and laid down £5 each, comprised some of those who} 
are the promoters of the new company, and a great m:ny others. The new} 
company was not then in contemplation—not being formed, I mean. Those} 
gentlemen suggested the new company being established. The document 
then drawn up was as follows :— 

We, the undersigned, being much dissatisfied with the quality and supply of gas} 

provided by the Phaxnix Gas Company, it is resolved that an application be made as 
soon as possible in the proper quarter for leave to form an independent company to/ 
supply the neighbourhoods of Lee and Lewisham with gas; and for this purpose we 
subscribe the sums placed opposite our names towards the preliminary expenses of} 
making such application; and we appoint C, W. Eborall, Esq., of Lee Park, trea-| 
surer, to receive the amount of the subscriptions. 
They did not appoint me solicitor. The Eltham Company do not invade 
the Phoenix Company’s district, which we seck to do. I gave the orders 
for printing the placards for the Blackheath meeting, and shall no doubt 
pay for them. The meeting was got up by myself, on behalf of the directors 
of the company. After the gentlemen referred to had laid down their £0} 
each, the Phoenix Company’s gas was tested by Mr. Lewis, the engineer of 
this company, and Mr. Hughes, assisted by some other gentlemen whom I 
do not know. Ido not think I sent for Mr. Hughes. I commupicated 
with Mr. Lewis, and he adopted such a course as he chose for testing the 
illuminating power and purity of the gas. Jt was tested at Mr. Lewiss 
house; I do not know whether it was tested elsewhere. Mr. Lewis is an 
engineer; Ido not think he is a gas engineer. There was only one quarters 
gas duc from me when the Phoenix cut off my supply. They did not apply 
for the amount until the 9th of June, and they cut off the gas on the 28th, 
and my cheque had gone in the interval. They did not charge for putting 
the gas on again. 

By Mr. BaremMaN: There is no company formed at the present time. If 
it is not formed, I shall look to the subscribers for my expenses. We have 
about £2500 in hand. I live about three-quarters of a mile, as the crow 
flies, from the proposed works. I had nothing to do with the selection of 
that site. I have been there on several occasions. Its advantages are that 
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it lies low, being about the lowest part of the district; and it lies central, or 
very nearly central, of the district we shall supply with gas. In the pro- 
sed area of 12 square miles, I dare say a good many other sites might be 
‘ound; but I have not taken the trouble to inquire. Our provisional agree- 
ment with the Eltham Company includes the purchase of the site of their 
works, but we are bound not to use the Eltham site for the supply of more 
than the Eltham district. That site contains only about two roods of land, 
which would be insufficient for our works. I have never had an interview 
with any gentlemen to ascertain whether we could have more land at 
Eltham. The gas company there is not incorporated; it is a company 
formed under the Joint-Stock Act, 1862. The agreement with them is that 
we are to buy them out, and take all their interest in the manufacture and 
supply of gas. I do not think their works would be central for the supply 
of our district. I cannot tell how long that company have been established. 
By Mr. Saunpers: The petition in favour of this bill was deposited at 


not looked at the signatures so as to be able to say much about them. I 
am not aware that the newspaper boys at the station signed it. It is 
signed by nearly all the tradesmen of Blackheath, and by many gentlemen 
of respectability. Mr. Penn is one of them. I do not know that any news- 
| paper boy signed the petition; very likely he might. I do not know that 
| there are many signatures of the same class. There is a large number from 
|Lewisham. I do not know whether there are any from persons who occupy 
the villa residences immediately round the site of the works. I did not 
myself go round with the petition; I sent various gentlemen to get the sig- 
natures. Some of them were clerks of my own; I paid those who were 
not in my office. I should think the gentlemen who reside near the site 
| have not petitioned in favour of the bill. I do not say that all the gentle- 
| men who have signed the subscription contract are resident in the district 
to be supplied, Mr. Cook, our chairman, is not. I am pretty well conver- 
sant with all that has taken place between our company and the South- 
| Eastern as to the sale of the land. I should be surprised to hear that two 
days ago the South-Eastern Company told your clients that they had made 
no agreement whatever, and that if they chose to sell the land to any one 
| else they could do so. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: There had never been any difficulty in 
| the Phoenix Company getting payment from me before they cut my gas off. 
| The site of the intended works has been chosen as the most convenient for 
| the supply of Lee and Lewisham, and because of its proximity to the rail- 

way. The works of the Phoenix Company are at Greenwich, which, I 





| should think, is five miles from the extreme point of the district. There | 


|is a high embankment on both sides of our proposed site. I believe our 
petition is signed by some persons who live within a short distance of the 
works. Mr. Farnall, the Poor Law Commissioner, who has signed it, lives 
within a quarter of a mile of them. 


A. R. Bristew, Esq., examined by Mr. Metxor. 

I am solicitor to the Admiralty, and am a director of the proposed com- 
pany. I reside at Lewisham. In my former residence, and in my present 

|one,I have been supplied with gas by the Phoenix Company, and have 
| found it sadly wanting both in quantity andin quality. I have complained 
| of it. Ihave frequently noticed that the supply of gas to the public lamps 
was very bad. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: I am not in any way connected with 
| the lighting authority, and have never called the attention of that body to 
| the state of the public lamps. I rather avoid mixing myself with it in any 

way. Iam told by some of my neighbours who oppose this company that 
the new works will injure me very much, but I do not know that they will. 
| I live about three-quarters of a mile from the place. ‘There is rising ground 
| for part of the distance between me andthe works. I have only complained 
| to the Phoenix Company in this way: I told my butler on several occasions 
| when he paid my rates, to tell ‘the collector how much I had been annoyed. 
I have never written about it to the secretary of the company. I have 
burned gas for 15 years. I should tell you that occasionally we find it 
| much better; it is not a continuously bad supply. I do not know that last 
| year the Phoenix Company went to Parliament for additional capital; I 
| never heard it. 

By Mr. Bareman: My houseis called “the Priory.” It is away from the 
village part of Lewisham. The rising ground between me and the works 
would materially reduce the chance of any nuisance. I lived nearthe Phoenix 
works for 10 or 15 years and found no nuisance. I have had nothing to do 
with chosing the site for the new works,and know nothing whatever about it. 

| By Major Gavin: The gas of the Pheenix Company has not been bad all 

the time I have burned it; but the major portion of the years that I have 
| been supplied it has been very bad—so bad that my friends who have come 
| down from the neighbourhood of Westbourne Terrace and other places have 
| said, “Bless my soul, what horrible gas this is.” I have tried to get a larger 
and better supply, but have failed to do so. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: If the new company conduct their works 
as well as the Phoenix have done, I do not apprehend they will create any 
| nuisance at my place. I cannot say that it is of no use for private indivi- 
| duals to complain to public bodies; I must not say that. I presented the 

memorial referred to by Mr. Denison to Mr. Baring, the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, in the absence of Sir George Grey, who was 
ill. I was accompanied by a deputation of some half dozen gentlemen, re- 
rident in the neighbourhood. Mr. Baring said it was the first application 
that the Home Office had had of this nature, and he thought it would be 
better to let it entirely stand over till after this committee had dealt with 
the question. 

Mr. Ricnarps objected to this new matter being gone into. 

_ The Cuarrman reminded the learned counsel that Mr. Denison had gone 
into it in his opening address. 

: a RIcHARDS (to witness): By how many persons was that memorial 
signed? 

Witness : I left the original with Mr. Baring. My notion is, that it was 
signed by some 12 or 15, but I am not certain at all. 

‘ . RicHArps: I think Mr. Mason would take care that it was signed 

"ue. Mason: It was signed by at least 400. 

Witness : I did not open the paper. I recollect now that Mr. Mason told 
me there were more than 20 signatures. I am familiar with the 6th clause 
of the Metropolis Gas Act, and am aware that 20 consumers can make an 
application to the Secretary of State, who can inquire into the matter. Mr 
Baring said it was the first application of the kind. 

Mr. C. Atkins, examined by Mr. Currry. 

Iam an auctioneer and land valuer at Lewisham, and a member of the 
vestry and district board. Iam adirector of the proposed company. I 
joined it trusting we should get better public lights, “ft be better treated than 














the Lewisham station for signatures; I suppose by permission of the rail- | 
way company, and with the knowledge of the station-master. It was also | 
deposited at the Blackheath station under the same circumstances. I have | 








we have been by the Phoenix Company. I know that the quality of their gas 
is bad, and the heat produced excessive. Complaints have been made of the gas 
supplied to the church, and also to my auction-rooms, which are let to the 
City Mission for the purpose of prayer meetings. The public lights are de- 
ficient, and in fact bad. The price charged by the company for them is 
£5. 5s. each per annum. The reason for that is, because we rate the com- 
pany, they say, up to the mark; and they threaten to put on another pound 
if we rate them again. We have no chance of dealing with them, except by 
agreement, so that we are quite at their mercy, as they know they have the 
monopoly of the district. One board manages the rating and another the 
lighting. I should almost be content with the price charged by the Crystal 
Palace District Company for the public lamps—viz., £5. The number sup- 
plied by the Phoenix Company in Lewisham, is 278. They are increasing, 
and would increase more, if the company were more liberal. The popula- 
tion of Lee is increasing more than that of any other parish within the same 
distance of London. The Lewisham board pay £2500 a year for lighting 
the public lamps. I know the site of the proposed works, and think the 
injury they would inflict upon the neighbourhood would be very small 
indeed. There is no house within 200 yards. [Witness was examined at 
some length as to the residences of several petitioners, and as to the signa- 
tures to the petitions.] Some nine or ten years ago we were discontented 
with the way in which the public lamps were supplied by the Phenix 
Company, and myself and a few others endeavoured to establish gas- 
works. The inhabitants then felt so strongly on the subject, that they did 
not object to our going to Loampit Hill, or actually placing the works 
where St. Stephens’s Church now stands; but we considered that going in 
for a small affair like that would cost us more money than we could well 
afford, and so we abandoned it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Burke: I have no doubt the Phenix Company 
have been making a great deal of money; but I did not join the new com- 
pany for anything like personal profit. I have heard that the Phoenix got 
an Act last year to increase their capital, and that their dividend upon the 
new capital is limited to 74 per cent. We propose to fix our dividend at 
19 per cent. I have not gone into the details so as to be able to say that 
the difference of 24 per cent., if we got our bill, would come out of the 
pockets of the consumers. It may be so, but there is an advantage after- 
wards. I think gas can be supplied cheaper with two separate companies 
and two separate mains than by one company. I do not allege that the 
Phoenix Company have not capital enough and mains enough adequately 
to supply the district; they only want the will to do it. Practically, no 
doubt, they could do it, but I do not believe they will. I think it would be 
a good thing to lay mains in juxta-position with theirs. I know that the 
Metropolis Gas Act was passed to confine the supply of each district to a 
particular company. It thereby gave a great boon to the companies, but 
not to the consumers. The public originated that bill, but it was not 
passed in the way they asked for it. Before it became an Act it became 
completely stultified by clauses which were introduced into it. We are 
asking Parliament in 1865 to abrogate that Act, which was passed in 1860 
in theirfavour. We offer te supply gas at 4s. 2d., with the prospect of some- 
thing less. The Phoenix Company, thanks to the agitation, are now charg- 
ing 4s. 3d. We are to charge for meters and services at a rental. I have 
no desire to have anything to do with that part of the proposal in the bill, 
which would bring us into competition with the gas-fitters. I judge of the 
quality of the Phcenix gas by my eyes, my nose, and my taste. I know 
the provisions in the Metropolis Gas Act respecting the testing of gas by the 
local authority, but it is quite useless to attempt to put them into operation. 
The Act is perfectly useless for the purpose. I do not think the company 
have complied with the Act with reference to the charge for the public 
lamps. I think the price of five guineas is excessive. I will not undertake 
to say that it is one farthing in excess of what the law entitles them to 
charge, but, in my opinion, it is too much. I consider the company have 
given us bad gas, and they have evaded thelawin that way. I never heard 
that last year, or the year before, the Lewisham board, of which Iama 
member, petitioned parliament not to allow a competing company in 
Lewisham. 

By Mr. BAtemMAN: The proposal to establish works eight or nine years 
ago was in consequence of letters I have in my pocket from Mr. Pridden, the 
secretary of the Phcenix Company, stating how he would serve us if we did 
not alter the rating. We subsequently lighted the public lamps with 
paraffin, which was a huge failure. We were obliged to relinquish the pro- 
posed gas-works for want of means. There may be oneor two houses being 
built near the proposed site now, but it is away fromthe main roads, and has 
nothing but cesspool drainage. I have understood that it is intended to 
build a station there, which would probably induce people to build, but the 
land would pay much better as it 1s for the next 30 years. I have heard 
the railway company paid Lord St. Germans £400 an acre for it. I should 


think that was very little for building land. Some of the land near the 


proposed site I should think a man was ill-advised if he paid 25s. an acre 
for it. I think the site is good for gas-woaks, because the population is 
sparse, and any nuisance arising from the works, seeing the prevalent 
course of the wind, would affect only an agricultural district. 1 am sur- 
prised at the opinions expressed by some persons that their property would | 
be damaged, I do not think any better spot can be shown. I heard some 

talk about going to Charlton Marshes, and Eltham was also proposed, but I 

think it would be better to have all the works in this little nook of land. 

Lewisham and Lee are getting densely populated, but I consider it more 

imagination than anything else that the works will do any injury to 

property. 

Re-examined by Mr. Cuirry: The population is going on towards 
Eltham. I should not mind paying 5s. 6d. per 1000 for gas, if we could get 
a good light from it. If this bill did not contain the testing clause it does 
contain I should not have joined the company. I consider that six hours 
notice of the intention to test the gas quite neutralizes the object, as the 
company would try their best within that time to alter the character of 
the gas. I do not know what is the maximum price which the Phoenix 
Company can charge. All I can say is, I believe, if this application should 
fall through, they will soon find some excuse for putting the price of gas 
up again. I know from personal knowledge that three-fourths of the in- 
habitants of Lewisham desire to see the new company established, so as to 
have the advantage of a better supply. The mere disturbing of the roads 
to lay down pipes is not of much consequence. I do not blame the Phoenix 
Company for getting as good a dividend as possible, but they ought to have 
a little mercy on theconsumers. Thecompany have never refused to light 
the streets of Lewisham, but at the time I speak of they asked such terms 
that we could not accept them. We have never found them liberal in 
putting down fresh mains. I consider the 37th section of the Metropolis 
Gas Act, which regulates the charge to the public lamps, is a dead letter, 
The company do not supply the public lamps by meter. We tried the 
effect of a meter upon a lamp near the Lewisham junction, to see what the) 
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consumption was. We always found the gas turned on well there, but 
cramped in the other lamps. 
Mr. H. Shaw, examined by Mr. MELLor. 

I am the gas inspector of the South-Eastern Railway Company’s stations, 
and my duty is to look after the lights. We have from time to time had 
numerous complaints, which I have communicated to the Phoenix Com- 
dany’s inspectors. There has been a great deal of naphthaline in the pipes, 
which stopped the supply, and we have always attended to that ourselves. 
It is not for me to say whether we should be better supplied by the pro- 
posed company. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: I think it is desirable to have gas- 
works established in the neighbourhood. Ido not know that Mr. Eborall 
is a director of the new company. I only come here to speak to the bad 
quality of the gas. Weare supplied by the Surrey Consumers Company, 
as well as the Phoenix. I do not find nearly so much naphthaline ia their 
gas. I never knew but what there was a little in all gas; in some cases, a 
change of weather will make a difference. Our pipes and signal-posts, in 
some places, are very much exposed. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: The naphthaline has been excessive in the 
Phoenix gas. There is not such a difference in the situation of our lamps 
as to account for that excess. 

Mr. J. Wakeling, examined by Mr. Currry. 

I am a gas-fitter at Bermondsey, and have had to clear the pipes of the 
South-Eastern Company, at Blackheath and Lewisham, of ammonia. I 
have frequently had to go down two or three times a week to do it. At 
other stations it is not so bad. I do not thirk there are any circumstances 
in connexion with those stations which account for the excess. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: The ammonia I speak of is crys- 
tallized, and looks like Epsom salts or fish-scales. 

Mr. Edward Ryde, examined by Mr. MELLOR. 

I am surveyor to the South-Eastern Railway Company, and in that ca- 
pacity I am in the councils and confidence of the company. I have had 
my attention directed to the site of the proposed gas-works. The company 
want 4acres. The total quantity included in the fork of land between 
the two railways is a great deal more than that. The railway company 
took 40 acres from Lord St. Germans, and have used about 13, but it is not 
all within the fork. He was an opposing landowner when the bill for these 
two lines (the Dartford and the Tunbridge) was before Parliament; and 
he withdrew on condition that the company took these 40 acres—for whieh 
they paid him £12,000—and the further condition that if more land was 
required they should pay for it at the rate of £300 an acre. I think the 
site selected for the gas-works is the best in the neighbourhood. ‘The land 
has already been depreciated by two railways on embankments, between 
which the works will be placed. 

Mr. Mettor: Will you state to the committee the negotiations which 
have taken place for the purchase of that land, by the proposed gas com- 
pany, from the South-Eastern Railway Company ? 

Witness: I was sent for by the directors of the South-Eastern Railway 
Company, and told that a proposition had been made to them to purchase 
4 acres of land for gas-works, and that the directors had agreed to that pro- 
posal, provided that the shape of the land and the terms, and everything, 
were left to me as sole arbitrator. Those terms were accepted by the gas 
company, and I was instructed to act upon them. 

Examination continued: I reside in Warwick Square, Pimlico, about 
1000 yards of four or five large gas-works I am 550 yards from the Equit- 
able, 900 yards from the Chartered, 1200 yards from the Phoenix, at Vaux- 
hall, and about 1200 yards from the London Gas-Works. None of those 
works are the slightest nuisance to me. We do not know of their existence 
unless we go to see them. On some occasions, within 200 yards, you will 
know there are gas-works in the neighbourhood, but I do not think it ex- 
tends beyond 200 yards. The property sells as well in the neighbourhood 
of those particular works, but the effect, no doubt, of establishing gas-works 
in any locality is to delay the development of the contiguous land for build- 
ing purposes, but I do not think that that extends beyond 200 or 300 yards, 
at the utmost. I do not think it is the intention of the railway company to 
build 2 large goods station, as alleged in Lord St. Germans’s petition, on 
the land adjoining the proposed site of these works; if they did it would 
enhance the value of it. There will be a junction station there some day, 
most likely; the company will reserve sufficient land for the purpose. The 
proximity of a railway to gas-works is, of course, a great advantage, on 
account of the facility is gives for obtaining coals. The gas company are to 
have an access to the site, the position of which is left to me to define. 
There is no physical obstacle whatever in the way. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: It is not yet decided how they are to 
have an access, but they will have a siding, in all probability, for coals. 
The only roadway will be a road by the side of the railway. I am not sure 
that they will not get rid of their coke by means of the railway. [Witness 
was cross-examined at some length on this point, it appearing from the 
maps exhibited that the only direct mode of communicating between the 
works and the public roads within a considerable distance would be by 
an archway through one of the embankments of the railway, and an accom. 
modation road along property over which the South-Eastern Company have 
no rights. Witness said that several courses were physically possible, but 
he had not yet determined which to adopt.] The railway company bought 
the land of Lord St. Germans, to render the passage of their bill through 
Parliament more safe, and expressly with the understanding that there was 
to be no communication. The gas company have agreed to take this land, 
leaving the price to be settled by me, as sole arbitrator. There is no written 
document that I have seen which is a binding instrument between the two 
companies. I have seen the secretary’s draft-minute of the railway com- 
mittee on the subject, and of the draft-minute of the board confirming that 
resolution. There has been a lot of negotiation since that verbally. You 
must not put it upon me to say what is legal, but I think the railway com- 
pany cannot escape from thecontract. Sir Francis Baring is the owner of 
the adjoining ]and in one direction. I do not know who the other adjoin- 
ing owner is. The obligation to offer our land to the adjoining owner only 
applies to that part which adjoins Sir Francis Baring’s, and we do not intend 
to sell any of that to the gas company. We only sell to them the land 
which is freed from the right of pre-emption. As the limits are not yet 
settled, I cannot say whether the site of the proposed works will be entirely 
surrounded by land belonging to the railway company. Ifthe land be free 
from the right of pre-emption, we may perhaps sell up to the boundary of 
the land bought of Lord St. Germans. We have not offered any land to Sir 
Francis Baring yet. If he elects to exercise the right of pre-emption he 
must give the full value of the land, and I can quite answer for his agent 
that he will not take it under any right of pre-emption, but I shall offer it 
to the gas company. I shall keep my company quite square in that 
respect. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Let me read to you the 128th clause in the Lands Clauses 





Act. The 127th relates to superfluous land. “ Before the promoters of the 
undertaking dispose of any such superfluous lands they shall, unlesssuch lands 
be situate within a town”—which these are not—“ or be lands built upon 
or used for building purposes, first offer to sell the same to the person then 
entitled to the lands, if any, from which the same were originally severed.” 
Lord St. Germans’s land, vou say, is out of the question. Then the clause 
goes on—“ and if such person refuse to purchase the same, or cannot, after 
diligent inquiry, be found, then the like offer shall be made to the person, 
or to the several persons, whose lands shall immediately adjoin the lands 
so proposed to be sold, such person being capable of entering into a con- 
tract for the purchase of such land.” You are familiar enough with that? 

Witness : Suite s0. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Then, in order to escape the necessity for offering this 
land to the adjoining owner, you must keep a margin of land between what 
the Kent Gas Company buy and Sir Francis Baring, must you not? 

Witness : Isee what you mean, but I am hardly prepared to say that 
that is so. 

Mr. Ricuarps: You are not prepared to say that I am wrong? 

Witness : 1 am not prepared to say that you are right. I do not think 
we should be allowed to evade the Act of Parliament in that way. That is 
not the way I propose to act in this case. I propose to find a piece of land | 
which I know I can do, that is free from rights of pre-emption. 

By Mr. BareMan: I do not think this will be an evasion of the Lands 
Clauses Act. It was a very hard thing for the railway company to have to 
take 41 acres when they only wanted 13, and, moreover, to be obliged to 
pay £12,500 for it. There are about 12 or 13 acres within this triangle, 
and 4 acres are required for the site of the gas-works, so that we shall have 
8 or 9 acres left. 4 do not think the Act of Parliament incapacitates the 
railway company from remaining owners of that land if they require it for | 
station purposes. At present there is no intention to build a station there, 
but it is an instruction from the directors that in any dealings with that 
land sufficient shali be reserved to make a station. 


Mr. Bateman: The company are absolutely not in a position to dispose | 
of this land, and make over the site to the proposed gas company. Unless 
they establish that right clearly, the whole project falls to the ground. 

Mr. Cuirry objected to the learned counsel making a speech in the 
middle of the cross-examination of a witness. 

Mr. Bateman said he was quite in the hands of the committee, but if the! 
objection which he took in imine was sustained, the whole scheme fell to | 
the ground. The company were not in a position to dispose of the land in| 
question, and no other site for the works was proposed by the promoters. 

The CHarrMan (after consulting with the other members) said the com-| 
mittee were of opinion that Mr. Bateman should confine himself to ex-| 
tracting the information he wanted from the witness as to the power of the | 
company to sell the land, and not make any statement beforehand. | 

Mr. BATEMAN said he would reserve his objection on the point of law till | 
he had the opportunity of addressing the committee. 


Cross-examination continued: We have not yet offered to sell any surplus | 
land. Lord St. Germans has waived his right of pre-emption, and that is| 
very likely the case with Sir Francis Baring; but I cannot remember now. 
The land of Lord St. Germans was purchased four years ago, and I only | 
heard of this gas company three weeks ago; so that I could not tell him| 
that we were going to use the land for the purpose of gas-works. | 

Mr. BATEMAN: Do you think it is a fair thing for the company to take | 
this part of the land, and allow to be erected thereon a nuisance which will | 
deteriorate, if not destroy, the rest of the property? 

Witness : In the first place, it will not destroy the rest of the property; 
but Lord St. Germans having had that large sum of money from the com- 
pany, I do not think it is a fair thing for him to come here and oppose their | 
getting a little of it back again. 

Cross-examination continued: There is no intention to retaliate upon 
Lord St. Germans for having made us pay such a high price for the land; I 
repudiate the word “retaliation.” The company do not feel that he has/| 
any longer a voice in the matter, therefore they have not consulted him; | 
but they have no desire to injure him. He has a voice in reference to the | 
North Park Farm; but a man cannot sell his land without running the; 
risk of something being done with it that he may object to. The erection | 
of gas-works is not the ordinary destination of surplus lands, because gas- | 
works are not very numerous throughout the country, and surplus lands 
are very numerous. [Witness was further cross-examined as to the prac- | 
ticability of affording access tothe proposed gas-works, and repeated his | 
statement that it was left to him to fix how it should be done, but at pre- | 
sent he did not know where it would be.] Within 200 or 300 yards, the | 
erection of these works might affect the value of the land for building. | 
Most of the North Park Farm is within that distance, but I think Lord 
St. Germans has been abundantly paid for any damage that may be 
occasioned. | 

Mr. Ricuarps: At present, are the South-Eastern Company bound to 
sell land to the gas company or not? 

Witness: I say that I should think they are legally bound by what they 
have done. 

Cross-examined by Mr. SaunDERS: The committee, whose minute I saw, 
sat yesterday week, and the board on the following day, when the terms 
were finally agreed upon. I was present at the interview which took place 
between a committee of three directors of the railway company and a depu- 
tation from the inhabitants of the district. One of those directors lives far 
from London, and had to return to his house before the morning of the day, 
and another wrote to say he could not come, but the secretary got for him 
a locum tenens. The question was put to him, “ What are the inducements 
which made you sell this land to the gas company, because in doing so are 
you not injuring some of your season-ticket holders?” He said we do not 
feel so; we thought we were doing no wrong to our season-ticket holders in 
selling land which was of no use to us, and in endeavouring to get a better 
supply of gas.” Then he was asked whether the only reason which induced 
them was the sale of this piece of land; and he said, “ Yes, I think so.” He 
was then asked the price, and he said, “ Would any one give us £4000 for 
this piece of land.” No doubt in effect he did say that if these gentlemen 
had offered £4000 they would have sold it to them. If my interpretation of 
the minutes is correct, he could not have said, “ We have not only not sold 
it to them, but we will sell it to you if you will give us £4000.” I think 
the company are bound in law by what they have done. I cannot say the 
exact words used by the director referred to, but great skill was brought to 
bear upon him, and one of his answers was, I think, different to what he 
meant, or what I thought he meant at that time. That deputation repre- 
sented only a few gentlemen living immediately contiguous to the proposed 
works. I do not know that there is a large body of petitioners who object 
to the site. 

Witness was further cross-examined as to the number and character of 
the houses in the neighbourhood, and as to his opinion of the damage likely 
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to be inflicted by the gas-works. He stated that there were very few 
houses immediately adjoining, and that a land society had been established 
there whose operations would tend more to deteriorate property than the 
operations of a gas company. This course of examination was stopped by 
the chairman, who intimated that the committee considered it a waste of 
time to discuss the point whether a gas company or a land society would 
be the greater nuisance in a locality. The committee could form their own 
conclusions on the subject without a lengthened examination of witnesses 
on the point. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: The reason why the exact site of the gas- 
works has not been defined is, that the engineer of the company has not yet 
had time to give me a plan of the works, so that I may judge of the land 
required. The bill contains a power to purchase land, and it is not at all 
clear that there will be any right of pre-emption upon it. The South- 
Eastern Company are bound to find an access to the works, and I have no 
doubt of their being able to do so. : 

Mr. C. W. Eborall, examined by Mr. Currry. 

I am the general manager of the South-Eastern Railway Company, and 
reside at Lee. I am one of the directors of the proposed gas company. As 
far as my own private residence is concerned, I have had great cause of 
complaint of the gas supplied, and also in my public capacity as manager 
of the railway. There has been something very objectionable about it; the 
heat has been excessive, the quality has been defective, and the price high. | 
I have not noticed the public lamps particularly. I know the position of 
the site of the works for the uew company. I do not think a better site 
could be chosen in the neighbourhood. I joined the board of that company 
because I thought a new company was required in the neighbourhood, and 
that we could improve the supply of gas. With reference to the railway, a 
good supply of gas is very important, and a cheap supply too. I was not 
present at the board meeting when the arrangements or negotiations with 
the gas company were made; but I know that the whole question has been 
left to Mr. Ryde as arbitrator between the parties. There is no agreement 
under seal, but there will be. There is no doubt the companies are legally 
bound after what has taken place. If there is aright of pre-emption ex- 
isting in the adjoining land, it will exist, notwithstanding this Act. Or, if 
the right of pre-emption is exercised, there will be the power under this Act 
to purchase that right from the person who exercises it. The South- 
Eastern Railway Company have been supplied with gas by the Phoenix 
Company, and we have had reason to be dissatisfied with that supply. We 
have generally found the gas supplied in the metropolis is defective in light, 
and otherwise objectionable; and some years ago I proposed to the directors 
that we should erect our own gas-works. Having lived in the north of 
England, where companies and large millowners did make their own gas, I 
knew that gas could be supplied at a cheaper cost, and I considered that 
better gas should be supplied to the South-Eastern Company than is supplied 
at the present time. We have a supply of gas from several companies—the 
Pheenix, the Surrey Consumers, the South Metropolitan, the Equitable, and 
the Great Central Companies. At the present time we consume about 26 
millions of cubic feet of gas in a year, at a cost of nearly £5000; and when 
our Cannon Street station, along with the hotels at Charing Cross and 
Cannon Street, are open, we estimate that our consumption will be some- 
thing like 30 million cubic feet, at a cost of somewhere about £6000 a year. 
It is a remarkable thing, and shows the unfair operation of this gas mono- 
poly in London, that the South Metropolitan Company supply us at 3s. 6d. 
per 1000 feet, and the Surrey Consumers, in the district adjoining, charge 
us 4s. 1d. Why that should be I do not know; but I think it is a very 
unfair thing that we cannot go tothe South Metropolitan Gas Company, 
and say, “ You supply us in the Surrey Consumers district at 3s. 6d.” If 
we did, they would tell us directly that they have no power; that they 
cannot do it; that we must go to the Surrey Consumers Gas Company, and 
pay 4s. ld., for they cannot supply us in that district. The Phoenix Gas 
‘Company charge us 4s. 3d., which is the last account we had—that is, 2d. 

er 1000 cubic feet more than the Surrey Consumers Company charge. We 

ave not, as a railway company, had any intimation that it is to be 4s. in 
future. I have had no intimation that that reduction has taken place. If 
it has, it has taken place since this company was brought out. We think 
we can make our own gas at a much less cost; and it is the intention of the 
directors of the South-Eastern Company, under my advice, to make an 
arrangement with this new company for the supply of gas. If the bill 
should unfortunately be lost, then I should certainly advise the board to 
put gas-works at this spot, or very likely near there. I do not say that will 
be the exact site, but at present my opinion is that it is the best site that | 
could be selected for the company, as we have a large quantity of land, and 
have a line of railway communicating with London. 


Cross-examined by Mr. RicHarps: We have not made any bargain with | 
the new company yet. We expect to have an advantage in doing so, because | 
our consumption is very large. They will have no customers who will take 
so large a quantity as we shall do. I do not see that the advantage we 
shall get will come out of the pockets of some one else, because there is a | 
limit to the price charged in our bill, and we cannot go beyond that. I shall 
certainly advise the railway company to make gas themselves if this bill is 
thrown out; not gas for sale, but for their own purposes. I think I could 
not select a better site for the purpose. I was present at the interview be- | 
tween the deputation from the neighbourhood and some members of our 
board. The deputation objected to the site. They said it was unfair, that 
as they went down to the neighbourhood for fresh air, induced by the pre- 
sence of our railway, we should be the persons to countenance the nuisance. 
I thought they were mistaken in the matter. The gentleman who was in 
the chair at the time was not at all acquainted with what had taken place | 
the week before; he was suddenly called on the committee, and knew no- 
thing of the minute which had been passed. He did tell the deputa- 
tion that the railway company were not under a legal obligation to sell 
the land to the Kent Gas Company, but he was mistaken. He has spoken 
to me since about it, and said the statement was made without preju- 
dice. Icertainly consider that the company are legally bound. A corpo- 
ration legally bind themselves by seal. r mean morally bound. The new 
gas company do not take powers to supply the railway company beyond 
their limits. I am not quite sure that they can supply the whole of our 
railway. I think they could run their pipes along the railway up to London. 
If they supply us at the point where the gas will be made, and we receive 
it there and pay for it, I suppose we can carry it where we like. It would 
be a most unjust thing if we could not. If we found it advantageous we 
P< take the gas at this angle of our line, and supply ourselves up to 

ondon. 

Mr. Ricnarps: And supply London? 

Witness: Not London, only ourselves. 

Mr. Ricnarps: You do not contemplate selling it at a profit? 

Witness : Yes, we do. 











Mr. Ricuarps: I presume some railway officers and servants have found 
a scheme of that sort profitable? 

Witness : I do not know, I never heard of such a case; you would know 
as the governor of a gas company. 

Mr. Ricuarps: I fancy I have heard it, but, perhaps, I am wrong. I ob- 
serve you complain that there is a difference in price between one company 
and another. Did you ever hear of any one complaining of the South-Eastern 
Railway Company charging more than other railways in England? 

Witness : Yes; and the London and North-Western and other companies 
have been complained of at certain points, but certainly the difference in 
charges does not amount to these per centages. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Did you ever hear any one talk of the carriages of the 
South-Eastern Railway Company, and say, for the price they paid, they 
were the dirtiest they ever got into? 

Witness: No; and I do not believe it. 

Re-examined by Mr. Mettor: A formal resolution of the railway com- 
pany was passed a week before the deputation met them that the board 
should have power to deal with the gas company in this matter; so that I 
consider they are legally bound to sell. 

Mr. C. Lee, examined by Mr. Metior. 

Iam an architect and surveyor residing in Golden Square. I have been 
in practice 35 years. Iam acquainted with the district where these works 
are to be constructed, and, I think, the site selected is a goodone. I donot 
find that property in the neighbourhood of gas-works is deteriorated. Ifind 
immediately in contact with the gas-works the property is of an inferior 
class; the houses are smaller houses. I have had experience in dealing 
with gas- works all my professional life. I first began by opposing the Im- 
perial Gas Company, in Maiden Lane, many years ago, and I was prepared 


| to give evidence in favour of the Imperial Gas Company for a site the other 


day at Bow. I know the sites of all the gas-works in London, and my ex- 
perience leads me to this extent—that close to gas-works (within 100 feet 
or 150 yards) an inferior class of houses is built to those which would be 
built if the gas-works were not there; but it does not follow that that de- 
preciates the land, for very often inferior houses of this kind pay larger 
ground-rents than others ofa betterclass. All the houses were taken down in 
Maiden Lane, which were built there before the gas-works came, and there 
were two or three actions brought, if I remember rightly, about depreciating 
property. I sold the whole of the property to the Great Northern Railway 
Company, and that property I say, without hesitation, has not been depre- 
ciated in value by the existence of the gas-works. I am assessor of St. 
George’s Hanover Square, and I know the locality of the gas-works of the 
Equitable Company by the Thames bank, and, except the row of houses 
built at the back of the works, the property in the neighbourhood is not de- 
preciated. There is one row cf honses that Mr. Cubitt built to block in the 
works, and it is an inferior kind of property, occupied by labouring men 
employed at the gas-works and about the neighbourhood; otherwise, the 
property is not depreciated. As far as the site of the Kent Gas-Works is 
concerned, I think the consequence will be that houses of a kind fit for the 
labouring classes will be built round it. Ido not think the value of the 
land will be depreciated. It is low, and not suited for first-class houses. I 
do not think the locality is ripe for building purposes, or it would not have 
been sold at the price it was tothe railway company. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: The erection of a low class of houses 
has rather a depreciating effect upon a neighbourhood for building pur- 

ses; it recoils, of course; in the immediate locality, the houses will be 
small, but that does not depreciate the value of the land, because land for 
small houses fetches a larger ground-rent. 

By Mr. Bateman: I remember the case of Broadbent v. the Imperial Gas 
Company. The plaintiff stopped the defendants works on the ground of 
their being a nuisance to him as a market gardener, and because they 
were injurious to his crops. But I must observe that gas-works are not 
now so much a nuisance as they were years ago, because the mode of manu- 
facture is improved. It does not follow that to build low-class houses 
increases the rates. No doubt that is sometimes the case, because the per- 
sons who inhabit them are more likely than others to require parochial help. 


Mr. Henry Robertson, examined by Mr, Currry. 

I am a member of the firm of H. and J. Robertson, of Lee Bridge Flour- 
Mills. We are supplied with gas by the Phoenix Company. Our con- 
sumption is from 130,000 to 140,000 cubic feet per annum, at the mills, in- 
dependently of what we burn at our private houses. The gas has been 
very bad, but since the agitation about this bill it has been better. I be- 
lieve the establishment of a new company would be beneficial to the neigh- 
bourhood. I do not apprehend any nuisance from the breaking up of the 


| roads, though, as we have a large number of horses, we should feel it as 


much as any one. I believe all the tradesmen of the neighbourhood are in 
favour of the new company. I consider the site of the proposed works is 
good; it is in the midst of an agricultural district. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: I am not connected with the South- 
Eastern Railway Company. We have taken twenty shares in the gas com- 
pany. Some five or six years ago the Phoenix Company made a reduction 
in their price; it might have been in 1861. I believe there was then a new 
company talked about. Previous to that, I was a member of the local 
board, when the company refused to light the public lamps unless we paid 
them an exorbitant price—£1 extra per lamp—I mean more than they 


| charged to any other parish, simply for this reason, that on the re-assess- 
| ment of the parish, the property of the gas company had been assessed by a 


professional gentleman at what he supposed was its actual value. We, as 
the Board of Works had nothing to do with that assessment, but the com- 
pany wrote to us to say that they would not light us unless we paid £1 per 
lamp more, simply because their assessment had been raised. I cannot tell 
what the price charged before was. The quality of the gas is better now 
than it was. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: The reduction in price made in 1861 was 
3d. per 1000 feet. We have had notice lately that they intend to reduce it 
another 6d. I think these are the only reductions during the last thirteen 
or fourteen years. Ido not know whether the company have madea reduc- 
tion over their whole district. I believe not. 

The letters respecting the increased price for the public lamps, referred to 
by witness, were then put in as follows:— 
Bankside, October 27, 1857. 

Gentlemen,—I have submitted to the board of directors your letter of the 19th 
inst., inquiring the company’s terms for laying additional mains and supplying gas 
in the side roads of the village. where there is little or no private lighting to be ob- 
tained, and also whether the company will grant three years time for the payment 
for the columns, &c. In reply, I am directed to state that, upon the understanding 
that the lamps are placed not more than 60 yards apart from each other, the charge 
will be based upon the tender made for the village lamps on the 5th of February, 
1855—viz., for winter eight months, all night, £5—viz.: £3. 5s. for supply of gas; 
10s. for interest on outlay in additional mains; 10s. for amount paid for Lewisham 
rates upon excessive assessment upon land under roads, until the 30th of April, 
1858. An extra 20s. per annum if the lamps are continued to be lighted during four 
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summer months, If the assessment is exorbitantly raised on account of these extra 

mains being laid down, then the price of these lamps to be proportionally raised. 
The other conditions to be the same as the specification of the 5th of April, 1855. 
The columns, &c., to weigh, &c., £3. 1s. complete, to be erected by the Board of 


Board of Works, £3. 10s. each, payable by three yearly instalments, the first to be- 

come due at Christmas next. This board feel much aggrieved at the exorbitant in- 

crease in the assessment recently made, and, so soon as the existing contract for the 

village lamps expires, then a corresponding increase in the £4 charge will be made. 
all (Signed) CHARLES PRIDDEN. 
The Board of Works for the Lewisham District. 


, ; Phenix Gaslight and Coke Company, June 14, 1858. 

Dear sir,—I am desired by the board of directors to give you notice that their pre- 
sent terms for lighting the lamps of the village will cease at April next, and that the 
Local Board of Guardians have increased the cost of supplying those lamps 20s. 
each, which increase must be reimbursed to the company in any new contract. 

This additional charge placed on the lamps by the local board of Lewisham arises 
from poor, police-court, highway, sewer, and lighting rates levied by an exorbitant 
assessment upon the ground under the roads (through which this company’s mains 
pass). This company are quite willing to pay, upon a reasonable assessment, the 
same proportion to other parishes, and in proportion to land of greater value and 
to house property in the parish. (Signed) CaarLes PRIDDEN. 
0. C. T. Eagleton, Esq., Clerk to the Board of Works, Lewisham. 





June, 1858, 
Dear sir,—I have toreturn you thanks for remittance, ard herewith to forward 
our receipt. Should your board require the lamps relighting in the autumn, it will 
e desirable to adjust the terms, as we must make preparations for the supply, as 
also for any new lamps you may require on our present mains in Beach Heath. We 
are arranging terms with the Lee Road, for nine months lighting, upon the footing 
that they will pay extra if they increase the cost of supply, by unusual poor-rates in 
the parish. This, with the latter addition already made in your parish, will make it 
£A. 17s. 6d. for the winter nine months, or £4. 10s. for the winter eight months, on 

the existing mains. (Signed) Cuar_es PRIppEN. 


counsel from putting in as much evidence as he thought necessary for 
placing the case of the promoters before the committee, but they would 
suggest that accumulating evidence upon particular points was not 
necessary. 

Mr. Curry said he called these witnesses because he did not wish to be 
prejudiced by any body of evidence which might be brought forward on 
the other side. 

_ The Crairman: We do not wish to interfere with your evidence, and we 
give no opinion as to the strength of it. You know that sometimes evidence 
is obtruded into a case quite unnecessarily. 

Mr. William Voller, examined by Mr. MEtxor. 
Tam a tailor, residing at Blackheath, and am supplied with gas by the 


Phoenix Company. Sonietimes we are scarcely able to see with it. We 
have altogether about 24 lights. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: It is a little better of late. The men 


in the cutting-room upstairs get a better light than we do below. I have 
complained to the company till Iam tired. The last time I did so was six 
months ago. I have complained about once every two months for twenty 
years. Sometimes I spoke to the inspector and collector, and sometimes [ 
wrote to the company. It is six or seven years ago since I wrote. Alto- 
gether I wrote about four times, but it was of no use. 

‘ By Mr. Saunpers: It has never occurred to me where the works should 

e 


Re-examined by Mr. Curry: It is in the lower rooms, where the custom- 
ers come to choose their goods, that we can scarcely see. 

Mr. Edward Clark, examined by Mr. Cutrry. 
Iam a butcher, and have resided at Blackheath for nine years. I have 
used the gas of the Phoenix Company and always found it deficient. I can- 
not say that I have found it very hot, as our place is thoroughly ventilated. 
My wife has often complained that she could not see to work. When the 
had our gas-fittings altered once, but found no benefit from it. I cannot 
say that I have found the gas better during the last few weeks. 
Cross-examined by Mr. RicHarps: At my private house I think the gas 
is quite as bad. I do not think we ought to be deprived of the benefit of 
competition in gas. I hope to be a shareholder in the new company. 

Mr. Richard Drouett, examined by Mr. MELtLor. 
I am an innkeeper at Blackheath, and am supplied with gas by the 
Phoenix Company. My experience is that it is very bad and that the heat 
from it is excessive. I have seen a decided improvement lately. In the 
coffee-room we used to have 8 lights, now we can do with 4. I suppose 
that is because of the introduction of the new company. 

Mr. George Trew, examined by Mr. MELLOR. 
I reside at Rushey Green, and am the landlord of a public-house. I have 
resided at Rushey Green six years and am supplied by the Phenix Gas 
Company. The quality of the gas has been very bad and the heat very 
great. 1 made several complaints years ago, and three years ago they sent 
me a new meter. On Saturday nights, in particular, I can hardly see until 
the shops are shut up at eleven o'clock, and then we get plenty of gas. It 
is worse on Saturday than other days. I attribute it to there being an 
insufficient quantity. I have noticed an improvement lately, which I attri- 
| bute to the introduction of the new company. 
Mr. Samuel Hughes, examined by Mr. Curry. 
| Iam acivil engineer, residing in Park Street, Westminster. During the 
| last 15 years I have paid particular attention to the supply of gas. I acted 
| as engineer to the metropolitan vestries and district boards who promoted 
{the Metropolis Gas Bill, in 1860. There were 13 gas companies em- 
braced in that Act supplying gas within the area of the metropolis. I can 
speak generally with reference to those companies, from the information I 
then obtained and the investigations I made. The returns made by the 
companies for 1861 show that the aggregate capital employed by the com- 
| panies, excluding the Western, which is exclusively a cannel-gas company, 
amounted to £624 for every 100 tons of coal carbonized, or about £671 per 
million feet of gas made. There are several companies which work at a 
much less rate than that; in fact, the Independent Company employ a 
capital of only £459 per million feet. The Phoenix Company, in 1862, had 
a capital of £780 for each million feet, which is considerably above the 
average. The capital they were authorized to raise in 1864 is not yet ex- 
pended, so that it would be scarcely fair to give that on any production of 
cubic feet; but I may state this, that the company in 1861, 1862, 1863 





be 
had a capital of £540,000—at all events, at the end of that time, because 
that is the capital stated in the preamble of their Act of 1864. Supposing 
the capital to be £540,000 at that time, then the amount I have given per 
million feet applies to.it. By the Act of 1864 they added to that capital an 
amount of £144,000, which they professed to have expended out of profits 
in the extension of their works; and, in addition to that, they took power 
to raise, by the creation of new shares, a sum of £360,000, on which they 
were entitled to declare a dividend of 74 per cent. Perhaps it would be 
fair to add the £144,000 to the £540,000, because that was already ex- 





Works, to the approval of the company; or to be erected by the company for the | 


gas is turned off in the village we get a better supply, also on Sunday. We | 














| for gas for a much longer. period than others. The 


| profits, and go to Parliament, they are usually limited to some moderate | 


The Crarrman said the committee did not desire to prevent the learned | Sapemeees tak communes Sere Weer eatvannanes wae One prenertes; 


pended, and their capital now stands at that amount. That makes their 
capital nearly £980 per million cubic feet, or fully double as much as the 
capital of the Independent Company. The necessary result to the con- 
sumers of gas from this large and exorbitaut capital is this, that inasmuch 
as all companies are entitled to divide 10 per cent., it follows quite clearly 
that this company, with a very large capital, must keep up their high price 

y will not obtain the 
maximum of 10 per cent. till long after the others. The £144,000 which 
they capitalized last year I take to be surplus profit, which naturally 
ought to have been divided among the shareholders, or if the maxi- 
mum dividend had been obtained, the price ought to have been 
reduced. Instead of that, it seems to have been expended on the works, 
It seems to be the intention of the Act of Parliament, which limits the} 
company’s dividends, that those surplus profits should go for the benefit of| 
the consumers. When companies have expended a certain amount out of} 





dividend upon that amount. In the Phoenix case Parliament limited the! 
dividend to 5 per cent. In other cases Parliament has limited the dividend | 
to 4 per cent. on the profits so expended. In addition to this £144,000, 
there were £360,000 of new capital which the company were authorized to 
raise, by distributing the new shares among their own shareholders, and | 
not, as is commonly required in many companies, to sell the new shares by 
auction, in which case the sale would have realized a considerable premium, | 
and the premium would not have been entitled toa dividend. It was‘ a! 
great boon to the shareholders to have these new shares so distributed, in| 
addition to their proportion of the £144,000. A recent parliamentary re-| 
turn shows the price of coal paid by all the London companies during the) 
last few years. From that return it appears that the average price paid by | 
the Phoenix Company in 1863 was 15s. 1d. per ton. I think the working 


they have been considerably above the average. The Commercial Company 
work the most economically. They work at the rate of 10s. 3d. per ton of 
coals; the aggregate of all the London companies is 12s. 8d., while the 
Pheenix is 15s. 1d. per ton. Per 1000 cubic feet of gas sold—the Commer- 
cial were 153d.; the aggregate of all the companies, 1s.7d., and the Pheenix, | 
1s. 103d. In 1863, the working per ton was this: Commercial, 11s. per ton; 
the aggregate of all the London companies, 13s, 10d.; and the Phoenix, 15s. | 
Per 1000 cubic feet—the Commercial were 1s. 43d.; the’aggregate of all 
the companies, 1s. &$d.; and the Phoenix, 1s.104d. All this shows that the 
latter have been extravagant, both in their outlay of capital, and in their| 
working expenses. It proves also that they must keep up the price of gas, 
in order to ensure a dividend; and this is more particularly caused by their} 
large capital, upon which they are entitled to 10 per cent., than from their | 
extravagant expenditure. There is a very curious fact in connexion with | 
their expenditure for coal. I find that although coal cost them very little || 
more in 1863 than in 1861, the rental was enormously increased. For in-|| 
stance, in 1861, the cost of coal, by their own account, was £57,577, and | | 
the rental, £127,131. In 1862, the coal cost £57,579, and the rental was' | 
£136,812; and in 1868, the cost of coal was £59,295, and the rental, || 
£142,975; so that, though the cost of coal was nearly stationary, the rental 
increased out of all proportion. Between 1861 and 1863, it increased nearly 
£16,060; the profits also increased nearly £12,000, and yet the coals only 
cost £1718 more. There are several deductions which may be made from | | 
this; one obvious deduction is that they seem to have made more gas from 
the same quantity of coal. The inferiority of the gas would also be an in- 
ference from the fact of more being made from the same raw material. I 
have here a table [handed in] showing the price of gas in various towns of 
the kingdom. | 
TABLE showing in various towns the price of the same amount of light which cost’ 
4s. and 4s. 6d. in London, and also the cost in each town of the raw material for 
maning 1000 cubic feet of gas for sale as compared with London. 
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Name of Place. per ipower in'which in London re- Feet of Gas as com- | 
| 1000 Feet. Sperm | quires 1000 Feet of | pared with the cost | 
| Candles.) Gas at 4s. to 4s. 6d. | in London. 
js @& 28 d.| &d & de | 

Birmingham ...|2 6to3 0] 14 2 2to2 7 124d. less. 

Blackburn...... 13 9to4 O } 20 2 &to2 § ld. more. 

Bradford ....... | 3 4 | 14 210 4d. less. 

| ee ;21lto3 5]. 12 21llto3 5 7d. less, 

Edinburgh .... ‘| 3 9to4 7 30 1 6to110 5d. more. 

Glasgow .......! 3 7to4 2 30 1. 5te-3 8 5d. more. 

Ipswich ...... wal 3 9 12 3 9 3d. less. 

Leicester ....... 3.2to3 1llj) 12 3 2 to 3 114 1d. more. 

Liverpool ...... 3 2 20 11) 2d. more. 

Manchester..... 3 2 20 1 ll 2d. more. ' 

Plymouth ...... 29 12 29 The same, 

Preston ...... 13 4to3 9] 19 2 1to2 4 2d. less. 

Rochdale....... 13 3to4 0 20 lll to2 5 1d. more. 

Salford......... |} 3 4 20 2 0 2d. more. 

Sheffield........ | 3 6 14 3 0 7d. less. } 

Stockport ...... |3 Oto4 0 20 1 9to2 5 2d. more. | 

Walsall ........ ;}2 2to2 8 12 2 2to2 8 12d. less. 1} 

Whitehaven....| 2 O0to2 6} 12 2 0to2 6 6d. less. } 














This table is intended to show not only the price of gas in various towns’ | 
but something more important than the price of gas. The same quantity | 
of light costs very different amounts. Where you find towns in Lancashire 

and Scotland supply gas at about the same price as in London, that price is | 
not to be taken as an element of comparison by itself, because the gas there 
is so much richer, and the consumer pays so much less for a given quantity 
of light than he does in London. It isa most important element to ascer- 
tain the quality of the gas supplied; it must always enter into the question 
of price; it is not the price per 1000 feet of gas alone, but the price per 
1000 feet of a given quality. The same quantity of light is given in Edin- 
burgh for 1s, 8d. or 1s. 10d., and in Glasgow for Ls. 5d. or 1s. 6d., which costs 
in London 4s, or 4s. 6d. In Birmingham the same amount of light is given 
for 2s, 2d. to 2s. 7d., but then the raw material costs 1s. more in London 
than in Birmingham. The result of the whole is that the gas of the Phoenix 
Company at 4s. 3d. or 4s. 9d. is excessively high. I have tested the gas of 
that company. I made the experiment on the 12th of August last, at Mr. 
Lewis’s house, in Lee Park. I used a photometer, and also tried the con- 
densation of the gas by bromine. I employed the same kind of burner that 
was settled in the Birmingham. Gas Act, 1864,a burner which is very 
favourable to poor gas. Up to about 13-candle gas it gives results consider-| 
ably higher than the burner in use for testing purposes in 1860, when the 
Metropolis Gas Act was passed. For gas above quality the two burners | 
are nearly equal up to a certain point, and then the old burner gives better | 
results. I found that whereas in one experiment I got 8°86 candles with) 
the old burner, I got 10°88 with the newone. That was not with the | 
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Phoenix gas. All my experiments with that gas were made with the Bir- 
mingham parliamentary burner. I have made a table of the results. Each 
experiment consisted of ten observations. The lowest result was 7°46 candles, 
and the highest 11°67, the average being 978. I may say that these expe- 
riments were not actually made by myself, but by an assistant whom I sent 
down. I made one distinct experiment, and the illuminating power was 
then 10°16 candles. 
The following table was handed in:— 
Experiments made on the Phenix Gas at Abberley House, Lee Park. 
Illuminating Power 


in Sperm Candles, Total 


Date, 1864. Period. with Parliamentary Average. Average. 
3urncrs, 
July 16 .. 2and 3pm, oe 8°93 
16 .. Sand 4pm. oe 8°73 ) \ 
20 .. lland 12am. ee 11°54 
20 .. 12and 1pm, -- 10°38 S 9°55 
23 .. Illand 12am. es 7°46 
\ 27 .. Ilandi2am .. 9°64 | 9°78 
380 .. 1land12 a.m. ee 10°17 
August 6 .. Land 2p.m. ee 8°81 
13 .. 2and 3pm. ee 10°12 . 
17... 12and lpm .. 11°67 10°01 } 
20 .. Sand 6pm. ee 9°43 


I should consider that the illuminating power, if tested by the old burner, 
would be reduced from 9:78 to 8 candles. I may go further than that, and 
say that if I were entitled to use any burner which would come within the 
description of the Act of 1860, I should get a far lower quality still. But 1 
‘{am speaking of the best burner in use fur testing purposes in 1860; that 
burner would give 8 candles as an average. Butcertain burners in use for 
commercial purposes would give very much lower results, because, in point 
of fact, ordinary consumers cannot use these fancy kind of burners that are 
J used for experimental purposes. It is idle to suppose that the gas gives out 
the light that these burners establish; there are certain times when the gas 
will smoke in them, and the consumer would suffer great inconvenience by 
the use of them. The consequence is that the manufacturers do not send 
out these, but much inferior burners. The gas when I examined it contained 
a great quantity of ammonia; it highly discoloured turmeric paper. The 
heat in the gas is caused by the large proportion of hydrogen it contains. 
Illuminating gas is called carburetted hydrogen, which means gas contain- 
ing a certain amount of carbon. As the carbon diminishes the light de- 
creases, and the heating power increases as the hydrogen increases. I did 
not chemically analyze the Phoenix Company's gas. I have made an esti- 
mate of the cost of works for supplying this district. I think 60 million 
cubic feet of gas annually would be required. ‘The cost of works capable of 
producing 68,400,600 cubic feet would be £40,047. [Witness read over some 
of the items of his estimate.] I.assume that 60 million feet would be sold 
at 3s. 6d. per 1000, which would give a revenue of £10.500. I assume that, 
deducting the coke required for heating the retorts, 5067 chaldrons would 
be left for sale at 10s. per chaldron. The tar and ammoniacal liquor will 
produce £710, and the result is an income of between £13,000 and £14,000. 
The expenditure will be for 7600 tons of coal, at 16s.—which is a higher 
price than the company pay-——£6080; and the other expenses, including 
the lighting of the public lamps, 1 have taken at 10s. per ton of coals 
consumed, £3800, making a total expenditure of £9880, and leaving 
a profit of £3913, or very nearly 10 per cent. upon the capital. 
If the gas were sold at an average price of 4s, per 1000, the profit 
would be 13} per cent. I have noticed the public lamps in the district. 
They are of the usual character. I am sorry to say of a great number of 
the lights in London they are extremely small burners, through which the 
gas is forced at an excessive pressure. I have examined burners of that 
kind in other towns, and I have found, even when I could get 5 feet an hour 
through them, the light was not: more than 6 candles. I have also found 
another fact, viz., that although the flame appears to be large, from being 
spread out, it is excessively shallow, and gives a very small quantity of 
light. I have also found that the burners in the public lamps pass far less 
than the stipulated 5 feet an hour, which is the usual stipulation under the 
contracts the company have with the parishes. 1 have made experiments 
on a great number of the lights in the London parishes, and I find the 
quantity not to exceed 34 feet, and in towns where meters have been ap- 
plied, such as Reading and Bolton, the consumption has been reduced to 
24 feet per hour. 1 am satisfied the local authorities will experience a 
great saving from the practice of burning by meter, as it is intended they 
should be empowered to do by this bill. The meter system is now almost 
universal; the public lamps are the exception, they burn by contract. The 


they insist on its being by meter, but they still persevere in retaining the 
contract system with the parishes. They prefer lighting the lamps ata 
fixed sum, doing the service of cleaning, lighting, and extinguishing, which 
I think is a vicious principle, and one that ought to be done away with, as 
it causes a greater outlay to the parishes. 
posed works, and I say it is an admirable one. It is entirely screened by 
the railway embankments, that even if the houses were nearer than they 
are there would be no nuisance. I happen to know extremely well the 
position of the Chartered Gas Company in this parish ; those works are 
situated within 334 yards from the Houses of Parliament, and they are of 
ten times the capacity of the proposed works, and make ten times the 
quantity of gas. It is also proposed to build in one of the new streets 
under the control of the Westminster Improvement Commissioners, within 
120 yards of those works; they are to be first-class houses. The cast side 
of Victoria Street is 190 yards from those works. The houses in Dean's 
Yard, Westminster, where the Dean of Westminster and other notables 
reside, is within 160 yards. With respect to other works in London, I may 
mention that the Equitable works are surrounded by valuable property in 
Pimlico, St. George’s Square, and other streets quite new. The City of 
London works are close to the Temple, surrounded by houses; and the 
Western works, at Kensall Green, are surrounded by a rising description of 
property, with houses contiguous, and much nearer than any houses at this 
place. I should consider myself perfectly safe from any nuisance whatever 
if I were 200 yards from any gas-works, to say nothing of works so small 
as these. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: The action brought by Mr. Broad- 
bent against the Imperial Gas Company, was for injury to vegetation. He 
won his action, showing that he suffered materially from the noxious exha- 
lations, but he might have been suffering from other causes. I remember 
the opposition to the reincorporation of the City Gas Company in 1859, and 
that a large number of persons came forward to prove that their works 
were a nuisance. I believe that company have so improved their works 
since, that there are now no complaints. I thought the opposition to 




















gas companies will not allow any private consumer to burn by contract, | 


I have visited the site of the pro- | by me, 
minating power of 9°88 candles. 
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them then was very weak. The average meter system is something more 
than a hobby with me, because it is practically carried out in a number of 
places with an enormous saving. It has been introduced into the Readimg, 
Torquay, Salisbury, Birmingham, Nottingham. and other bills. I was agt} 
awere that it had been in use at Hertford. Every one of these has bees 

since 1860, except the Torquay case. H 

Mr. Ricuarps: What is the application of all this long story about thse |) 

cost of coal and the rental, to this case? 

Witness : It applies in this way—when a gas company works very expen- |} 

sively and has a very large capital, it is quite evident the consumers muss } 

pay more for their gas, because the dividend is fixed; the fixed divideud kas} 

to be paid upon that large capital, and it is quite evident that the period of | 

reduction must be very much postponed in a case of that sort. | 


charge has not been fixed. The maximum is 4s. 2d. My calculation of LC 


Cross: examination continued: The price which this company propose to | 
t 


per cent. is upon the 3s. 6d. I think the company will certainly charge | 
less than 4s. 2d., because there is a sort of sliding scale in the bill, by whie4, 
as the price goes down the dividend rises. 


‘ 
Mr. Ricuarps: You know that that has been rejected in the Preston vill? 


Witness: The Preston case is entirely different. It was a proposal te 
fix the price of gas according to the price of one of the elements of ¢ue 
raw material—a most vicious and injudicious thing. 

Cross-examination continued: Gas-works can be erected much cheaper 
now than 30 years ago, but the difference in the capital of the Phenia 
Company is so enormous, as compared with other companies, that there is 
something more in it than that. I do not know that 25 years of sevome 
competition would account for it. There are cases in which fieree compe- 
tition has increased expenditure. I think the first and most obvious in- 
ference to be drawn from the cost of coal being the same and the profits 
having increased between 1861 and 1863, is that the company have made 
poorer gas; I do not say that is the only deduction. The price of cual may 
have had something to do with it, but I see they paid 14s. 1d. in L861; 
15s. 3}d. in 1862; and lds. ld. in 1863; so that it had not much influence. 
The increased use of cannel coal would not account for it, I have met 
erected any gas-works myself, but I have been a great deal engaged ia ex- 
amining the accounts of gas companies and making estimates. I allow 8 
million feet of gas for leakage and gas used at the works, which is about 12 
per cent. I know some companies do work with certainty at 12 per cent, 
Many of the Lancashire companies account for all their gas within 10 per 
cent. 

By Mr. Bateman: I should think the embankments of the railway at 
this spot are from 15 to 20 feet high. The chimney of the gas-works would }} 
be perhaps 120 feet high. An ordinary gasholder, with one lift, would be 
20 or 22 feet; if it were telescopic, with two lifts, it would be from 6v. to 70 
feet. The eaves of the retort-house would be from 18 to 20 feet—the 
sloping roof a little higher. I think for the supply of the area of the uaew 
company—12 miles—a retort-house 20 feet high would be sufficient, 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: I think a gasholder 20 or 22 feet high 
would be ample. The chief reason for having telescope holders is to econo- 
mize space. Many engineers will not allow more than 10 per cemt. for 
leakage; it is quite a usual thing to take it at 10 per cent. When pipes go 
underneath the streets where the trailic is great, there is a sort of concus- 
sion of the pipes if they are laid too near the surface, but there is not that 
amount of concussion in a rural district; the leakage ought to be less than 
in a town district. 

Mr. A. Silverton, examined by Mr. MELLor. 
} 


Iam an assistant to Mr. Hughes. I took the tests at Mr. Lewis's house, 
between the 16th July and the 20th August last. There were 11 experi- 
ments, with the results given in the table handed in. 


— 





Fripay, Marcu 31. 
Mr. William Bourne Lewis, examined by Mr. Currry. 

Iam a civil engineer, practising at Westminster. I was a pupil of the late 
Mr, Brunel, and was with him for many years. Since his death L have 
practised on my own account. I have not had any direct experience in gas 
works before this. I am the engineer of this company. I reside in Lee 
Park, and have been supplied with the Phoenix Company's gasin my house. 
The quality has been very bad indeed. All my neighbours have complained 














of it. In one room in my house, not 15 feet square, I have three burners, }! 


and my wife has continually complained that she could not see to werk, 
though the gas was turned up to a height that was suflicient to smoke the 
ceiling. I know the chapel at Blackheath which Mr. Cook referred te. 
The fittings throughout that place—both chapel and school-room—have 
been changed; the gas-fitter has been there nearly always; we have made 
complaints to the company, and tried to get things better; but till within |! 
the last month we have never had a satisfactory state of things. The heat 
has been excessive, and we never got the light we wanted. Mr. Hughes or 
his assistant made his experiments at my house in July and August, 1864, 
while the photometer was there. I also made experiments, and i have 
here a record of the result. There were four compirte experiments made 
by me, each consisting of ten observations, and the result showed an illu- 
The experiments were made with what is 
called the Birmingham parliamentary burner, which is rather favourable 
to the gas. The gas was tested at the same time by an ordinary com- 
mercial burner, bought of Guyse, a very good maker, and it gave a result of 
6°9, or not quite 7, candles. The population of the district we propose te 
supply has been increasing very rapidly. According to the census returns, 
the population of Lea in 1851 was 3552; in 1861, it was 6162; being an in- 
crease in the ten years at the rate of 74 percent. I believe that population 
usually doubles itself in about thirty years, upon the average of the king- 
dom. In 1851 the number of Rouses in Lee was 641, and in 1861 it was 
1023, being an increase at the rate of 60 percent. Taking the infcrination 
from the books of the tax-collector, I find that since 1861 there have been 
added 382 houses. The average population per house is 6°8, which gives 
an increase of population since 1861 of 1961, or 32 per cent., making a total 
of 8123 for the parish. The population of Lewisham in 1851 was 15,064; ia 
1861 it was 23,808, being an increase of 514 per cent. That is for the whole 
parish of Lewisham, which includes a large district not dealt with by this | 
company, nor lighted by the Phoenix Company. The parts excluded from the | 
area proposed to be taken by this company closely correspond with the ec- |; 
clesiastical district of St. Bartholomew, Sydeuham, and Christ Churek, 
Forest Hill, In 1801 I find that those districts contained 1712 houses, and 
10,975 persons; so that leaves for the remaining district proposed to be sup- 
plied 2208 houses, and 12,213 persons in 1861. Iam intormed by the local 
authorities that 250 new houses have been built in the district, exclusive of the 
two ecclesiastical districts, since 1861; and, taking the average number of 
persons per house in 1861, which was 551, and multiplying the 250 houses 
by it, I get an increase since that period of 1382, or a total within this area 
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of 3458 houses, and 13,595 persons. In 1851 Kidbrook had 79 houses, azd 
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in 1861 it contained 119, being an increase of 40. The number of inhabi- 
tants in 1851 was 460, and in 1861 it was 804, being an increase at the rate 
of 74 per cent. There has been a considerable increase since that period, 
both in houses and population. Lord St. Germans is about endowing a 
church and opening the district with roads, and I have no doubt it will be 
built upon as rapidly as Lee has been. At Eltham the population is in- 
;creasing. Building has just started there, and the road between Lee and 
| Eltham is for nearly half its distance lined with houses. There is a new 





| shortly, and that will lead to building along the road at Eltham and Mot- 
| tingham. 
| course laid on. 
| pared designs. 
| his calculations. My total estimate for the works is £41,000. 
‘Suin the same way that he did upon a population of 30,000, with a con- 
, it mption of 60,000,000 cubic feet of gas annually. I have tried to inform 
myself in the best way I could as to the cost of making gas, and my belief 
,is that, with gas at 3s. 9d. per 1000, we should be able to pay more than 
10 per cent. upon the outlay. The site of the works has been selected with 
| great care. It has been objected to by some persons. Within a radius of 
| 300 yards there is but one house, and that is a farm house, with farm build- 
|ings all round it, and that will be screened by an embankment 20 feet high. 
| We do not propose to have gasholders more than 20 feet high, but we may 
| ultimately raise them. They will be 100 feet in diameter. The South- 
Eastern Company have bound themselves to find us an access to the works. 
| [Witness was examined at some length as to the signatures to the petitions 
j | for and against the bill.] The general opinion of those with whom I have 


lis sufficiently large to have a gas-work of their own. We do not intend to 
exclude the Phoenix Company from the district unless they wish it. 

| Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: I have never had the slightest expe- 
{ 

! 





rience in gas matters as an engineer. I do not think that will be a disad- 
vantage. I do not say that I am ignorant of gas matters. I have had very 
great experience in making estimates, and I think I am as well able to 
| make estimates for gas-works as of works for any other purpose. I did 
| not know Mr. Hughes’s figures before I made out my own. We had one 
| consultation as to the mode of dealing with the matter, and we then made 
| I have allowed 10 per cent. for leakage. 


{ 
| 
| 
( 
{ 


out our estimates separately. 





| will no doubt be required before long. 
| Supply to the railway, except at the Blackheath and Lewisham stations, 
*;;not to carry the supply to London. 

other site that would do for us. 
the South-Eastern Company for this. 
Eastern man who has shares in the company. 


The Eltham Gas-Works 


}extend them. Wecan only supply the Eltham parish from those works. 
| They cannot be enlarged, because they only possess two roods of ground. 

By Mr. CAtverr: It is our intention to destroy those works as soon as 
we can, and supply that part of our district from the new works. I know 
of no land in the neighbourhood of Blackheath that offers a site for 
gas-works. 

Re-examined by Mr. Currry: The ground at Blackheath is ona much 
higher Jevel than our proposed site. The Eltham works would be very 
unsuitable for our purpose. ‘There is not the slightest foundation for the 
notion that this is a South-Eastern Company’s scheme. I never heard of 
the idea broached by Mr. Eborall, of supplying gas to the South-Eastern 
Company, until three days ago. The railway company have not provided 
any money for the promotion of this scheme. 

Mr. G. W. Stevenson, examined by Mr. MELLon. 

Iam acivil engineer. I have examined the site of the proposed works, 
|, and think it is an admirable one for the purpose. I do not think a better 
}| one could be found in the surrounding district. I estimate the consump- 
|| tion of gas at 2000 feet per head of the population annually—that is, 60 
;|million feet. My estimate of the cost of works capable of producing that 
| quantity is £35,524. The estimated income is £13,575 with gas at 3s. 6d. 
| per 1900; the expenditure, £9848, leaving a net profit of £3727, or about 103 
| per cent. upon the invested capital. Mr. Lewis's estimate is a little above 
{| mine, as he has included meters which I have not taken. There is plenty 
of room for a new company in the district. I do not consider that the 
|| works will be a nuisance. I think, perhaps, there might be a little residen- 
tial damage to the North Park Farm. There is no smoke produced from 
gas-works. There will be more smoke produced by the passing of railway 
engines. 

Cross-examined by Mr. RicnArps: If the coal is properly carbonized 
there is no smoke produced in the drawing of retorts. I could give some 
| instances in which competition in the supply of gas has led to a combina- 
| tion, but still with benefit to the consumers, There may be circumstances 
in which it is an advantage both to the companies and the public to have 
| to pay interest upon two capitals. In selecting a site for gas-works, I should 
select one which had either railway or water communication. It very sel- 
dom happens that you can have both. In this case the ammoniacal liquor 
| will be conveyed away in covered tanks’ upon the railway. I have known 
||instances in which it is so conveyed, and tar also. I have been called asa 
| witness on behalf of existing gas companies—Halifax was one case. I am the 
| engineer of the gas-works there. I have been retained on bebalf of other 
| companies; but the bills have been unopposed, and it has been unnecessary 
| to call witnesses. I do not know that I have been frequently called for the 
| purpose of attacking companies—giving evidence against them. 
| Re-examined by Mr. Cuirry: I am the engineer for several gas com- 

panies. I know more gas-works that have not water communication than 

those that have it. Railway communication is more desirable. At New- 
| castle they get all their coals into the retort-house by railway. 
i] Mr. 7’. A. Hedley, examined by Mr. Curry. 

{ consider that the price of gas in the Phoenix district ought not to ex- 

ceed 3s. 6d. They profess to give 12-candle gas at their works, and as they 
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} | 
i| when it gets to Lewisham. The testing-place proposed by this bill may be 
|} at any part of the district, and without notice. The average meter system 
|| has been tried in a large number of towns, and found advantageous. I 
|| never saw a site better adapted for gas-works than the one proposed by this 
lcompany. It is quite possible to conduct gas-works so as not to be a nui- 
| | sance. I confirm the statement of the last witness, that if properly 
|| managed there ought to be no smoke in drawing the retorts. I have gone 
| through the estimates prepared by Mr. Lewis and Mr. Hughes, and confirm 
| their accounts. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: The Phoenix Company pay 10 per 
cent. dividend, upon a capital which is already tco large. All the new 





j line of railway to Dartford in course of execution, which will be opened | 


In all the new houses of this district gas is almost as a matter of | 
I have made an estimate of the proposed works, and pre- | 
I heard the evidence of Mr. Hughes, and agree with him in | 
I calculate | 


{| are so far off the gas cannot be more than of 10 candles illuminating power | 


, naphthaline. 


| gas is very much better. 


| gas tested by myself, which, when burned through an ordinary street- 


conversed is that a new company isrequired. The population of the district | 


Although the estimate is only £41,000, we take a capital of £100,000, which | 
The estimate does not include any | 


The increase of population in this | 
| district will not be much round the gas-works. We could not find any | 

I cannot tell what we are going to pay | 
Mr. Eborall is the only South- | 


have been purchased; and in the agreement for sale, we are bound not to ! 


| that when the City Company's bill was before Parliament witnesses were 





capital they raise will be only entitled to 7} per cent. Ido not know of 
any er where the works are “ properly managed” so as to produce 
no smoke. It does not exhaust the coal to keep it in the retorts until the 
coke does not smoke on being withdrawn. I have heard of the case of 
Broadbent v. the Imperial Gas Company. I did not approve of the decision 
in that case. I have been a witness in favour of a gas company—my own. 
If a company offered me a retainer to uphold a monopoly I should decline 
it. Ihave had it offered, but I have given them notice that I would not 
take it if offered. 

%e-examined by Mr. Cuirry: It is quite practicable to draw retorts so as 
not to be a nuisance. 

Rev. W. R. Bowditch, examined by Mr. MEtLor. 

Iam a graduate of Cambridge, and Fellow of the Chemical Society. I 
received a medal in 1862 for the result of my researches respecting the bi- 
sulphide of carbon in coal gas. I have also discovered a method of burning 
Before my discovery it was entirely wasted. I now convert 
it into light. I tested the gas burnt in Lee Park. I do not know whether 
it was the Phoenix Company’s gas. On the 14th of March the illuminating 
power was 12-23 candles, and on the 15th it was 11:9. I think richer 
The reason for that is this—ordinary consumers 
use what are called flat-flame burners, which give much less light per foot 
than when the gas is consumed in an Argand burner. Gas which will give 
12-candle light, or 2°4 candles per foot, burned in an Argand burner, will 
not give more than 1°5 if burned in an ordinary flat-flame burner, such as 
is used in street-lamps and private houses generally. I have seen 13-candle 


burner, gave only 0°96 candle illuminating power per foot, instead of 2°6, 
which it gave in an Argand burner. At Liverpool or Stockport each foot 
of gas will give the light of 4°8 candles. If, again, you go to Glasgow, you 
get the light of 5°4 candles, or if you burn naphthaline you get the light of | 
7 candles for each foot of gas, inasmuch as it is light we want, and light| 
only. The richer the gas—in other words, the more light it gives—the} 
smaller is the quantity required to be burned. The gas I tested at Lee} 
Park was what is called 12-candle gas. You must burn a great deal of that 
to get the requisite light, and consequently produce a great deal of heat. If; 
the gas were richer, you would burn less, and produce less heat. As a mea-| 
sure of light, the sperm candle test is of no value whatever. I have here 
the result of some experiments. A sperm candle was divided into three| 
parts; one had the diameter of 0°625 of an inch; another the diameter of 
0°8125 of aninch; and another the diameter of exactly l inch. They were 
tested against the same gas-flame, and the difference was 15°95 per cent. 
in light given between the thin candle and the thick one; so that any one 
testing the gas by one or the other would have made a difference, and with 
perfect honesty, of 153 per cent. The gas at Lee Park was strongly ammo- 
niacal, but there was no sulphuretted hydrogen. There ought to be no 
nuisance'with gas-works whatever, and if you goto the City Gas Works you, 
will find there is none. It is to be prevented by good management. The! 
City Company take care to carry away by ventilating-shafts everything 
that is injurious. There was a great deal of sulphur in the gas at Lee Park 
which could be removed. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ricnarps: I could not determine the quantity. 
It is a process which causes a great deal of annoyance, and I had only Mr. 
Lewis's house to doit in. By the Metropolis Gas Act, 20 grains per 100 
feet are allowed. I do not know whether this was in excess. I can believe 





called from the neighbourhood to say the works were a nuisance, but it 
was not the fact—it was prejudice. 1 tested the gas at Lee Park on two 
occasions; once it was 12°23, or 0°23 above the parliamentary standard; 
the other time it was 11°9. The mean was 12°06, not 12°6, which isa 
material difference The mean was above the parliamentary standard. 
2e-examined by Mr. Currry: My experiments were in the present month 
of March, since the agitation about this bill. Ihave known the character) 
of gas, when I have been testing it, changed within 15 minutes. The 
Metropolis Gas Act requires that the companies should have three hours! 
notice before any experiments are made. In that time it is perfectly pos- 
sible to change the character of the gas. 

Mr. Currry: That is the case for the promoters. We could bring other| 
witnesses, who would speak as to the quality of the gas; it would be a sort 
of general evidence, and I do not know whether it will be necessary to call 
more. 

The Cnatrman: The committee seem to think that they are in posses- 
sion of sufficient facts upon that particular branch of evidence. 

Mr. Currry: Then that completes our case. 

Mr. CaAtverT said he would now offer a few observations to the com~ 
mittee on behalf of some of the petitioners against the bill. He had the 
hononr to represent about 220 persons, the majority of whom resided in 
houses in the vicinity of the proposed works, which were let at rents from 
£50 to upwards of £100 a year. These persons felt so strongly upon this 
subject, that they had come forward, not as witnesses usually did, having 
their expenses paid for them, but entirely at their own cost, to prevent that 
which they believed would be a great evil. Some of them lived within the 
magic distance of 300 yards, although he might say at once that it was en- 
tirely a mistake to suppose that persons living beyond that distance 
were not to be listened to by a parliamentary committee. The Standing) 
Orders, indeed, required that persons holding premises within that distance} 
were entitled to notice of such an application as the present, but it was an| 
error to suppose that there was a sort of parliamentary limit to the rights| 
of any persons being heard whose property was likely to be damaged by the} 
establishment of such works. The committee would find by the evidence 
to be produced in support of his case that the utmost care had been 
taken in obtaining signatures to the petitions against the bill, that it had| 
been confided to a committee, one member of which was always present 
when a signature was made, the great object being to secure a bond fide 
representation of the property in the neighbourhood. The evidence would 
show that, to a great extent, the owners of property in the district + 
were adverse to the scheme now proposed, and the committee would, he 
was sure, after hearing that evidence, be convinced that these persons had 
shown their good sense in opposing it. What might be the position and} 
standing of those who had signed the petition in favour of the bill he was! 
not prepared to say; but it had been shown that persons were employed to 
canvass for signatures, and that the petition had been left at the railway | 
stations for the purpose. That the petition should have received the signa-| 
tures of some of the tradesmen in the locality was not much to be wondered | 
at. No doubt small tradesmen would always be found ready to sign a peti- 
tion in favour of “ cheap gas.” Persons who took up their residence in such | 
a place as Lewisham went there for the sake of pure air, health, and enjoy-| 
ment; but the small tradesmen of the place did not consider the amenity of} 
the neighbourhood of so much importance, and therefore it was no} 
matter of surprise that the petition in favour of the bill should receive as| 



































many 2s 700 signatures. The petition on the other side was signed 
'|by persons in a higher class of life, and by persons who were 
||deeply interested in preserving the neighbourhoods of Lee and Lew- 
isham exactly in its present healthy and beautiful condition. Some 
|of these persons had possession of building land, the value of which they 
| believed would be deteriorated if gas-works were erected in the vicinity. 
jit was said by the witnesses for the promoters that it was not building land; 
if not, then, gas-works were not required; if it were, the question arose 
whether it would not be ruined if this scheme were carried out, and gas- 
works were introduced. The petitioners for whom he appeared contended 
that it would. They were at present in the advantageous position of living 
at a distance from works of this description, and, at the same time, of pos- 
sessing a supply of gas with which taey were perfectly satisfied. They 
were content with their present condition; they did not wish fresh works 
to be erected, because they believed that they should not obtain a better 
supply of gas thereby, while they were sure that such works would produce 
a great deal of annoyance. It had been stated by some of the witnesses for 
the promoters that there need be no smoke {rom gas-works, but what was the 
fact? The question was not whether theoretically gas-works could beso per- 
fectly and successfully conducted at all times as to avoid the production of 
' smoke, but whether practically, as gas-works were ordinarily conducted, the 
drawing of the retorts was not attended with a constant escape of smoke, 








|; which, according as the wind blew, diffused itself over the surrounding | 


|| neighbourhood, to the great annoyance of the inhabitants. And that was 

|not the only annoyance. The committee would recollect that in gas-works 
|| there was a considerable amount of residuary products from the manufacture 
|| of gas, and this had to be dealt with in some way or other. They must 
|either be worked upon the spot or removed to a distance for the purpose, 
||and both these operations were attended with nuisance. Property in the 
|| neighbourhood of gas-works was often purchased for the purpose of carry- 


| 
| 





of estabiishing gas-works at Lewisham might be to attract to that 
‘locality a trade and business which could not fail to havea 
| deteriorating effect upon all the surrounding district. Under such 
|; circumstances, the committee would not wonder at the anxiety of the 
| residents, who belonged to the middle and higher classes of society, to pre- 
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| in the habit of doing. The committee would see, therefore, that the peti- 





ing on the manufacture of these disagreeable things, and the consequence | event of such person refusing to purchase, to the owners of the lands im- 
? | 





pany, and with the reductions of price which had taken place, but they felt 
sure if the company were left alone, as the population increased, and the 
custom was extended, further reductions would be made. They knew that 
the Phoenix Company, to prevent the operation of the clauses in the General 
Act, would reduce their price from time to time, as they had hitherto been 


tioners were by no means acting inconsistently with their own interests. 
Their case was that they were better off as they were; they desired to be left 
in their present position, and that persons who, in point of fact, came forward 
only as a matter of speculation, which they believed would be a good one, and 
not at the request of the bulk of the respectable inhabitants, should not be 
allowed to introduce a scheme which the petitioners felt threatened them 
with a nuisance, without affording any additional advantage in respect to 
the supply of gas, but which, on the contrary, would render impossible those 
reductions in price which the Legislature contemplated in 1860 would take 
place by the arrangements then come to. This was a matter which lay in 
so narrow a compass that he should leave it where it was, with these few 
observations, and the testimony of the witnesses he should now call to 
support them. 

The CHatrMAN suggested that before witnesses were called it might be 
desirable to hear Mr. Bateman upon the objection taken on the previous 
day in respect to Lord St. Germans, because if there was anything valid 
in that objection it might preclude the necessity for carrying the case 
further. 

Mr. BATEMAN accordingly addressed the committee on behalf of Lord St. 
Germans, contending that the railway company not having complied with 
the terms of the 128th section of the Lands Clauses Act, which requires 
that superfluous land should be, in the first instance, offered to the person 
entitled to the iand from which the same was originally severed, or, in the 


mediately adjoining such superfluous land, were not in a position to make a 
legal transfer of the site for the proposed works to the Kent Gas Company. 
Mr. RicHArps and Mr. SauNpDERs, on the parts of the Phoenix Gas Com- 
pany and the other landowners, urged the same objection. 
r. Cutty, in reply, said the promoters were asking for parliamentary 
power to purchase the land, not necessarily of the South-Eastern Railway 


Company, but of the person in whose hands the right of sale existed. It 
could not be said, notwithstanding the evidence of Mr. Ryde, that the rail- 
way company had entered into any contract, because, until the proposed gas 


|; vent it. And there was another evil, which was this: the effect of esta- 
| biishing these gas-works would be to draw a certain number of artisans to 
| take up their abode there. Persons like the petitioners, whom he repre- 
| sented, had purchased property, and gone to reside in the neighbourhood, | company were incorporated, there was no one with whom they could con- 
| that they might live there quietiy, without being surrounded by the labour- | tract. The land in question belonged at present to the South-Eastern Com- 
ing population. They had provided themselves with gardens and pleasure- | pany. Whether any one had the right of pre-emption or not he could not 








grounds, in which they might live independently of the crowd of a town 
population such as they left behind when they quitted business at the close 
of the day; and he had no hesitation in submitting that such a class of po- 
| pulation as that which the establishment of gas-works would bring to this 
spot would be of a most objectionable character. It was all very well for 
the people of Blackheath, who formed the majority of those who had signed 
the petition in favour of the bill, to express approval of the proposed site of 
|| the gas-works. It was clear that while they desired the establishment of 
|a@ new company, they desired to have the works as far from them as pos- 
|sible. It was the injury which works on this site were sure to occasion 
that induced the people really resident in the neighbourhood to come for- 
ward and resist the application made on the part of this company. And 
the committee would observe that this opposition was not merely upon the 
question of nuisance, but on the score of economy. The promoters said 
that they were about to purchase the Eltham works, and that they were 
about to remove those works to this site,so that Lewisham was to have the 
benefit not merely of the gas-works which were to supply their own loca- 
lity, and the neighbourhoods of Blackheath and Lee, but also of those 
required for the supply of Eltham. They would thus have deposited at 
| their very doors the concentrated nuisance of works for the whole district 
|}of the new company. Could the committee be surprised that his clients 
|, deprecated such a thing? The promoters said: “We do not wish to turn 
out the Phenix Gas Company; we wish both companies to exist.” 
|| That was really yielding the whole point. In the year 1860, the careful 
attention of Parliament was directed to this subject, and before a committee, 





gas to the metropolis was thoroughly investigated. The question was this— 
|| Is it a good thing to have one gas company or two in adistrict? That was 
|| the matter to be decided. It was a question whether competition in the 
supply of gas was advantageous or not, and the passing of the Metropolis 
Gas Act answered that question, by enacting that there should not be 
||competition. And why not competition? ‘he public required cheap gas, 
and cheap gas could not be obtained in that way. The committee were, 
|| doubtless, aware of the clauses in the General Act by which, when the 
|| profits of the shareholders arrived at a particular point, the companies 
were under the necessity of reducing the price of gas to the public. That, of 
course, would be more likely to take place if dividends had only to be paid 
upon one capital instead of two. If, instead of having one capital of £100,000 
employed in the supply of a district, there were two such capitals, the 
consequence would be that the customers were divided between the two 
companies, and each of those companies required to get the maximum 
dividend allowed by Parliament before any reduction in price could 
take place. The economical principle upon which the Metropolis Gas 
Act was based was the avoidance of such a state of things; and that 
being so, observe the position in which his clients were placed. They 
said, and said justly, “ We have now got good gas, and we believe that 
the company who supply us have nearly arrived at such a position that they 
must shortly reduce their price, and we do not wish to have another com- 
pany introduced who will divide the supply of the district with the existing 
company, and so delay the time when such a reduction can take place.” 
The reason why the Phenix Company had already reduced their price 
three times was that their dividends had arrived at the maximum, and if 
they had not done so it would have been competent to the consumers to 
take them before a magistrate, when the reduction would have been forced 
upon them. But what prospect was there of a reduction being forced upon 
them if the capital invested in he supply of the district were doubled, and 
the customers were divided between two companies? That was a tangible 
a. and it was one which weighed with Parliament-in the year. 1860. 

e considered that the moment the promoters yielded the point that they 
did not intend to turn the Phoenix Company out of the district, the peti- 
tioners were entitled to appeal to the principle laid down by the Legislature 
in 1860 for the defence of the consumers and the prevention of the dupli- 
cation of capital. The committee would hear from the witnesses that they 
were satisfied with the existing state of things—so satisfied that they came 
forward at their own expense to give evidence, for the purpose of saving 
themselves if possible from the evil of a second company being introduced. 
They were not only satisfied with the supply of gas by the Phoenix Com- 








|| of which Mr. Sotheron Estcourt was chairman, the question of the supply of | 





say; if it should hereafter turn out to be so, the gas company would pur- 
chase the land of such owner, under the authority of this Act. 

After some conversation on the point, the committee ordered the room to 
be cleared. On the counsel and parties being called in, 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee were unanimously of opinion that the 
objection taken by counsel on behalf of Lord St. Germans was not tenable 
before them. 

The following evidence was then offered on behalf of the landowners. 

Mr. Robt. Trowbridge, examined by Mr. BATEMAN. 

I reside at East Dean Place, Lewisham. My house is between 600 and | | 
700 yards from the proposed works. The land in the neighbourhood is | 
generally built upon with suburban residences, at rentals from £50 to £200 
per annum, without any tradesmen’s shops in the immediate loucality. It 
is the prettiest part of Lewisham, and wholly frequented by persons who 
have business in London and go down there every day for the purpose of || 
fresh air. My windows look exactly upon the site of the proposed works. 
The proposition to erect works there has been the subject of considerable | 
conversation in the neighbourhood. As soon as it was known I got out a} 
circular, which brought my friends about me, and we united to oppose the 
scheme, from our belief of the nuisance which the works would occasion. 
I still think my property would be much depreciated, and that the object [ 
had in view in going to reside at Lewisham would be done away with. I 
have three good-sized houses there, and my property is freehold. I let one 
house at £42 a year, another at £45, and I reside in the third, which I 
value at £70 a year. One of my tenants has stated that if the gas-works 
are erected he shall leave. ‘The feeling of the inhabitants generally 
is very strongly against them, and several meetings have been held with 
the view of taking steps to oppose this bill, at which meetings the unani- 
mous opinion expressed was in condemnation of the works as a nuisance. 
A committee was formed, and a petition to Parliament, in opposition to the 
scheme, resolved upon. The meetings were largely attended by persons 
living in the immediate vicinity and occupying the best of the houses. I 
was appointed secretary to the committee. Other persons who were not | 
present have expressed their sympathy in the object. The petition is | 
signed by 170 or 180 persons, every signature being verified by a member | 
of the committee. I had only one objection made to signing the petition, | 
and that was from a tradesman who was afraid he should lose the custom | 
of a person interested in the new company. I have no cause to complain | 
of my present supply of gas. I have burnt the Phoenix gas for the last six | 
or seven years, and am perfectly satisfied as to the quantity, quality, and 

rice. Frequently I have more than I require. I think if the people at |} 

ewisham required more gas they might be supplied by the Crystal Palace 
District Company, or from the Eltham works, which might be enlarged for 
the purpose. We are in the centre of a number of gas-works. [I was pre- 
sent at the meeting at Blackheath. It was a very noisy meeting towards 
the end. A poll was demanded on the last resolution, but the chairman 
would not consent to it, which gave rise to considerable uproar. I do not 
think, from the evidence I heard yesterday, that the South-Eastern Rail- 
way Company have treated us rightly. We consider that having been 
brought into the neighbourhood of Lewisham by the facilities afforded by 
the railway, and having built our houses and settled down there, we have 
not been treated rightly by the company. We formed a deputation to 
wait upon them and point out the evil they were about to inflict by pro- 
moting this gas company. The deputation was limited by them to four, 
and [ went, as honorary secretary, to meet a committee of their board. 
Mr. Eborall and Mr. Ryde were also present. The question was asked of 
the chairman what their object was in establishing a new gas company, 
and he said the only object they had in view was to dispose of their land, 
and that he was prepared to sell the land to us if we would purchase it 
then and there for £4000. 1 should judge that in the neighbourhood of 
gas-works many trades of a similar description will arise, and add to the 
annoyance and injury of the inhabitants. Thousands of persons travel 
down from London to Lewisham every day, whose object, I suppose, is to 
get fresh air, which object would be defeated if these works were esta- 
blished. Ifthe existing Act of Parliament with reference to the supply of 
gas were put in force by the parishes, we should all get what we require. 
I have never had occasion to make a complaint to the Phoenix Gas Company. 
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Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: My objection to this scheme is a per- 
sonal one entirely. If the se ed had taken the works elsewhere, I 
should not have cared about it. I have not had any particular. experience 
of the nuisance arising from gas-works, but I know that in the neighbour- 
hood of such works the smell is intolerable. A large proportion of the 
people who signed the petition in favour of the bill live at Blackheath, and 
to them the works would be no annoyance. I know that the petition was 
lying at the railway-stations, and a man was employed all day long touting 
‘or signatures. I knowalso that one person signed who did not know what 
he was signing. I think these works would be a serious nuisance to people, 
| even if living a mile off. 

Re-examined by Mr. Bateman: There are two petitions from Lewisham, 
| one of which was got up by the Phcenix Company, quite independently of 
| the other, and is appeared upon by their counsel. 

Dr. H. G. Noyes, examined by Mr. BaTEeMAN. 

I have resided, and practised asa doctor of medicine, at Lee for nine 
years. I think the erection of the proposed works would be a great nui- 
sance. The district is a very healthy one, and is largely resorted to by 
| gentlemen in business in London, for the health of themselves and their fa- 
milies. The consequence is the neighbourhood is studded with suburban 
villas, the value of which would be much depreciated, for people would not 
be willing to live in the vicinity of gas-works. I believe also they would 
be injurious to the health of the place. Many years ago, I practised in the 
City, and attended professionally in the neighbourhood of the gas-works in 
Holywell Lane. I can speak therefore from personal experience that in 
| Such localities children especially get out of health; they become pallid, 
and their extremities are small, and their digestive organs become deranged. 
Iam a consumer of the Phoenix Company’s gas. I have no complaint to 
make either of its quality or price. There is certainly no necessity for new 
works to be established at Lewisham. Iresided in the City for many years, 
and I find that the Phoenix gas at Lewisham is as good as that which I 
procured there. I have looked at the petition against this bill. It contains 
the names of a number of highly respectable persons living in the imme- 
diate neighbourhood of the proposed site. I have heard some persons there 
express an opinion favourable to this scheme, but the large majority are 
against it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: I reside at Lee, at about half or three- 
quarters of a mile from the proposed works. Several persons who live at 
about the same distance have signed the petition. I made a complaint 
about the Phoenix Company's gas four years ago, but I do not recollect 
saying, when asked to sign the other petition, that the gas was now very 
bad. I believe that for a mile round the proposed works they would occa- 
sion a nuisance, and be injurious to health. 

By Mr. Ricnarps: There is not the slightest foundation for the suggestion 
that I have stated the Phoenix Company’s gas to be bad. 

Col. Smith, examined by Mr. SAUNDERS. 

I reside at Lee, within 700 yards of the proposed works. I think they 
will be the ruin of the neighbourhood, and I decidedly object to them. I 
am a consumer of the Phoenix Company’s gas, and have no complaint to 
make of it. I think the erection of the proposed works will injure the 
neighbourhood by introducing a low class of dwellings and inhabitants. I 
believe no gentleman would build a house within 200 or 300 yards. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cuirry: I never heard that my neighbour has 
been obliged to give up playing billiards at his room in consequence of the 
| bad supply of gas, and I do not believe it is true, for I have played billiards 

there myself. I have no practical knowledge of the nuisance caused by 
gas-works., 
| By Major Gavry: I have not found that the gas supplied by the Phoenix 
Company has injured my furniture, at all. I had the place decorated eight 
years ago, and there is not the slightest sign of blackening about it. 
Mr. C. Mouat, examined by Mr. SauNDERs. 

I live at Dacre House, Lee, about three-quarters of a mile from the pro- 
posed works, and am the owner of 20 houses in Lee ana Lewisham, of the 
annual value of £960. I have been a large consumer of the Phoenix Com- 
pany’s gas for the last seven years. I have 52 burners, and pay about £30 
{ayear. I have 12 burners in my drawing-room. I have avery good light, 
and have had nothing to complain of since I have burnt the gas. I do not 
think there is the slightest necessity for the erection of new works. I be- 
lieve such works would be a nuisance, or I should not have been here 
to-day. I think they will depreciate the value of property in the neigh- 

bourhood. 
| Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: My opinion is not based upon any 
practical knowledge, except that when I resided in the Lewisham Road the 
| smoke from the Surrey Consumers Company's works blew over into my 
| windows when the wind set that way. That was seven years ago. I think 
| the Smcke Prevention Act was not in operation then. That might make a 
difference. I know that when I had to pass the gas-works in the Kent 
| | Road, I was always glad to get by them as quickly as I could. I have not 
|| noticed the smoke from gas-works lately, as fortunately I have not had to 























|| reside near any. 
|| Mr. F. Edwards, examined by Mr. SAuNDERs. 
| Ireside at Hither Green, within 300 yards of the proposed works, and 
|| have had notice served upon me by the promoters with respect to this 
|, application. I went to reside there on account of my young family having 
| bad health when living in London, and upon the earnest request of my 
||medical man. I have found it a very healthy place. Asa surveyor, I think 
|| it is an eligible spot for the erection of suburban residences of a superior 
class. I bought the freehold of the land, and have expended over £2000 in 
| ‘the erection of my house, which I intended for a permanent residence. I 
| shall certainly not continue to reside there if these works are sanctioned. 
|; Lnow burn the Phoenix Company’s gas,and have no complaint to make of it. 
| | I do not think the site selected for the proposed works is a good one for the 
|| purpose. Such works should be centrally situated, and this spot is very far 
|| from being central for the district to be supplied The approaches are very 
|| inferior, and I do not see what drainage they can get. The railway com- 
|, pany bought the land of Lord St. Germans for £300 an acre, and they have 
|| offered to sell it to gentlemen in the neighbourhood for £1000 an acre. 
Land is improving in value in that locality very rapidly. 
|| Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: The exact site of the proposed works 
would not be favourable for building suburban residences. I gave £225 for 
about one-third of an acre for my land. {have only been supplied with gas 
by the Phoenix Company for about twomonths. I judge that I am correct 
in saying 1 am within 300 — of the proposed works, because the pro- 
moters have served me with notice under the Standing Orders. Drainage 
|| would be required for gas-works as much as for any other manufactory. 


| 


Monpay, Apri 3. 
Mr. James Lloyd, examined by Mr. SAuNDERS. 
|| I reside at Lee, between half and three-quarters of a mile of the proposed 


|| 





works. I was specially recommended to go there on account of my health 
some eight years ago, and I had a house built for me, on which I expended 
£3000. I also took the adjoining ground, on which I built four other houses, 
the joint rental of whichis £500. Oneofmy tenants has sent me word that 
if the works are erected he shall leave directly. I apprehend the property 
in the neighbourhood generally will be depreciated. I am a consumer of 
the Phenix Company's gas,and have never made the slightest complaint. 
I attended the meeting at Blackheath in support of the new company. I 
moved the amendment in reference to the site of the works, which was lost; 
the proportion of votes was about as four to five. Some of the residents of 
Blackheath were there, but I think there were a great many people who 
simply went to make the meeting. I feel convinced they were not all con- 
sumers of the Phoenix gas. The chairman—Mr. Penn—behaved in the 
most extraordinary manner in which I ever saw a chairman behave. I do 
not think it was his own fault, but being exceedingly deaf he was urged on 
by those behind him, and did not do that which the chairman of a public 
meeting is bound to do. 

By Mr. Ricnarps: Iam a member of the Plumstead Board of Works. 
In consequence of the evidence of Mr. Prowse, I have got the clerk of the 
board to examine the books, as I thought there was some error in his state- 
ment that the board had made complaints to the Phoenix Company respect- 
ing the quality of the gas. The examination of the books proves that no 
complaint whatever has been made from Lee or from any other parish in 
the district since the passing of the Metropolis Gas Act, in 1860. I further 
asked whether there had been any steps taken by the board to put in ope- 
ration the machinery provided by the Act of 1860, and, upon search being 
made, it was found that tiere had not. Iam an active member of the 
board, and my recollection confirms what the clerk told me. I feel satisfied 
that no complaints have been made. I oppose the new gas-works on other 
grounds than those mentioned by Mr. Troubridge. I mean motives in refe- 
rence to the parish of Lee, of the vestry of which I am a member. The 
whole parish is upon rising ground from the valley in which these works 
are to be placed. There is also a hill between the gas-works and the main 
road of Lewisham. The consequence is, the whole of Lee will have all the 
smoke arising from the works, fed up to it as through a funnel, and the re- 
sidences there will be much injured by the nuisance. Some of my neigh- 
bours, who hold houses rented at from £75 to £100, have begged me to make 
these statements, otherwise I should not obtrude them upon the committee. 
Another objection is, that the roads will be much broken up, on account of 
having two sets of pipes instead of one, and we know from experience at 
the board that the roads are never properly mended after pipes are taken 
up and, further, the carts which will have to be employed for the removal 
of refuse from the gas-works will cut up the roads materially, and thus add 
to the local burdens of Lee. We consider the proper remedy for bad gas is 
not to have a series of nuisances, but if the present law on the subject is 
not sufficient to make it so. I am aware that there are already several gas- 
works in the surrounding district. The works at Lower Sydenham would 
be amply sufficient for our purpose if the Phoenix did not give us a proper 
supply. We feel that there is not the slightest chance of our getting cheap 
and pure gas from the proposed competition. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: I went to reside at Lee for the sake of 
fresh air. The existing works are sufficiently far from my residence not to 
be a nuisance. A mile radius from the proposed works takes in every house 
in Lee, with some half dozen exceptions. It would depend on the nature of 
the ground whether there would be any nuisance beyond that distance. At 
the Blackheath meeting I heard it stated by 40 or 50 people that they did not 
know the site of the proposed works. My speech gave them the first inti- 
mation respecting it. My accusation against Mr. Penn goes further than 
saying that he would not grant a poll in order to see which way the ma- 
jority lay—that he did not wish to hear anybody speak against the gas 
company. He interrupted me once. I have pretty strong evidence that 
Mr. Penn very much regrets he ever was at the meeting at all. He has not 
told me so himself, but those intimately acquainted with him have told me 
so. Ido not know that he has taken 160 shares in the company, nor that 
he signed the petition in favour of the bill. His house is further from the 
works than mine. I know that he purchased his property there for £30,000, 
but I know that he is engaged in works which employ perhaps a thousand 
men, and gas may be more important to him than his private property is. 
Although the gas companies repair the roads after pipes are removed, they 
are never in so good a condition afterwards. 

Witness was cross-examined by the learned counsel as to the course the 
local board should take in reference to the relaying the roads and enforcing 
compliance with the Gas Act. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the committee were of opinion that this sort 
of evidence had no bearing on the case. 

Re-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: The breaking up of the roads would be 
twice as great if a second company were introduced. I do not think com- 
petition the proper remedy for an imperfect supply of gas. The principle 
of avoiding competition was established by the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860. 

Mr. P. H. Desvignes, examined by Mr. CALVERT. 

I reside at Hither Green, and one part of my property is only 300 yards 
from the proposed works. I hold about 20 acres of land, which has been in 
our family for 50 years. I have latterly been — with the Phoenix 
Company’s gas, and am quite satisfied with it. I think it would deteriorate 
the value of property to establish gas-works in the locality. There is no 
necessity for it, especially as the gas we have is very excellent. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: I have had the gas at my house about 
two months, and had no cause of complaint. Ionce had a little gas factory 
of my own on my premises. The gas I made was oil gas, and it rave a 
very excellent light, but I found the nuisance was so great that I discon- 
tinued it 14 years ago. [Several photographs were shown to witness, who 
created some amusement by the emphatic manner in which he repeated that 
he was unable to identify in them any resemblance to the site of the pro- 
posed works, and its surroundings. ] 

Mr. Thos. Bryer, examined by Mr. CALvERT. 

I reside at Hither Green, and do a considerable business as a draper near 
London Bridge. I pay a handsome rent for my property at Lee. I haye 
made an application for a renewal of my lease for 21 years. The effect of 
such works will be very serious tome. I consume a large quantity of gas 
at my premises in the City, and I consider the gas at Hither Green is 
better than what I get in the City. I stated so before I heard of the pro- 
bability of these new works being erected. I confirm the evidence given 
by Mr. Troubridge. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cuitry: I have never been myself supplied with 
the Phoenix gas, but I hope I shall. I have observed it when visiting my 
neighbours. I should consider that gas-works a mile off would be a serious 
nuisance, notwithstanding the railway embankment. 

Re-examined by Mr. CatverT: My house looks upon the embankment, 
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on the other side of which the gas-works will be erected. I am within two 
stones throw of it. Be Ad . 

By Major Gavin: I contemplate making an alteration in my premises, 
and that is the reason I have deferred having the gas laid on. 


Mr. F. A. Hall, examined by Mr. CALvert. ; 

I liveat Hither Green, and am building a house there, which is as near 
as possible about 300 yards from the proposed works. I am laying out 
about £3000. I have known the spot for 40 years. It is one of the most 
beautiful and healthy places you will find around London. I shall not be 
able to say so if these works are erected. If I had known they had been 
coming, I would not have laid out 100 pence. I concur generally in the 
evidence given by Mr. Troubridge. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: I have said nothing about the yd 
of the Phoenix gas. I had my land before the railway came there. It has 
helped to take off from the value of my property. We have no drainage at 
present, except large cesspools, and you would have none at all for your 
gas-works either. ee : 

By Major Gavin: I do not burn gas in my house, as it is not furnished 


By Mr. Saunvers: I shall be quite content to take gas of the Phoenix 
Company. 
Mr. Jacob Booth, examined by Mr. SaunDERs. 
am an auctioneer and estate agent, and reside in Blessington Road, 
Lee. Seven years ago I purchased some freehold land in Eastdown Park, 


in building a house there. I have purchased three other houses in the pa- 
rish of Lee. I have been a resident in the district for 15 years. If these 
works had been in existence, I should never have built my house in East- 
down Park. I believe the establishment of such works would be the per- 
fect ruin of the neighbourhood. I confirm the evidence of the other wit- 
nesses in this respect. It is the general opinion of the neighbourhood, as I 
ascertained when I took the petition against the bill round for signatures. 
Rightly or wrongly, that is the opinion of everybody I have seen within a 
male of the spot. Lam supplied with gas by the Phoenix Company, and 
am satisfied that it is as good as the gas I get in the City. I went to exa- 
mine the neighbourhood of the Crystal Palace District Gas-Works last 
Friday. I consider that those works, having been erected at Lower Syden- 
ham, have been the complete ruin of the place. It is the most poverty- 
stricken place I ever saw in my life. There is not a new villa residence within 
half a mile of the works. I walked about there for two or three hours; 
and the place is in a deplorable state. I should say it isin consequence of 
the works, for I suppose 500 yards all around the neigbourhood there are 

















nothing but cottages of the lowest description. There is only one very 
large house, which a gentleman has built at the corner of a park—I sup- 
pose with the idea of getting other people to build there. At Perry Hill, 
people are beginning to build some nice houses, but that is a mile off. 
saw in all directions bills of “Land to let.” Some looked as if they had 
been there for years; and there is land to be let by tender. It appears 
to be avery fine spot, if it were not for the gas-works. Those 
works are about three miles from Lewisham. The company have just 
assed a bill through Parliament to increase their capital by £100,000. 
should say the works, which are enormous, would be conveni- 
ent for the supply of Lewisham, if it were necessary to have a 
fresh company introduced. There are some small works at Eltham, 
but these are more likely to suit. The roads in the neighbourhood of the 
Crystal Palace works are covered with black, just as you see them in the 
Lancashire and Yorkshire coal districts. Ido not think that would im- 
prove the beauty of the lanes of Lee. I could smell the works a mile off 
when I got in the direction of the wind. That company have erected some 
large gasholders. Thereis one which is not less than 60 feet high. I should 
say the height of the retort-house is 35 or 40 feet. If the proposed company 
got a large amount of custom their works must be of similar height. I do 
not think it would be an addition to the beauty of the scenery to be able to 
| see these large gasholders for two miles round: 
By Mr. Ricuarps: I am quite satisfied with the Phoenix gas, and I think 
it gives general satisfaction. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: Perhaps the petitioners for the bill have 
| other interest in it than as consumers. They may be about to take shares 
jin the company. A great many of them are not consumers; I know one 
|who is not. ‘The reason I did not get more signatures myself to the petition 
| against the bill is that | had only two hours to do it in. I got all I asked 
|for, which was about a dozen. I say the Phoenix gas is quite as good as 
| what is supplied iu the City. Ido not think the latter is bad. Ido not 
| know that Mr. Rowland has a large house, worth £320 a year, close to the 
| Crystal Palace Company's works _ I saw one new house there, and there is 

achurch adjoining it. Those works are ina valley, and nobody would 
| think of building there. The Freehold Land Society’s bills have been up I 
| should think, from the look of them, for seven years. The land is not let, 
jand never will be. There was a brickfield opened there last year, and there 
|is another at the end of Manor Road, which is close to Col. Smith’s house. 

| By Mr. Ricuarps: Every one I went to signed the petition except one 
| gentleman, and he was going to take shares in the new company. We did not 
follow the plan of letting the petition lie at the railway-station, and employ 
touts to get signatures. 

Re-examined by Mr. SaunpERs: When I was at the station one day there 
was a newspaper boy signing the petition in favour of the bill. One person 
signed it who lives in the New Kent Road, which is at least six miles from 
the parish. The toll-gate keeper also signed it. The people whom I got 
to sign the petition against the bill all live in houses of £90 a year. The 
brickfields referred to are for making bricks to be employed in the erection 
of _ villas which are now being constructed, and not for the purpose of 
sale. 





: Mr. 7. H. Furse, examined by Mr. SAUNDERS. 

I reside at Hither Green, about 400 or 500 yards from the proposed works. 
I have recently renewed the lease of my house for 21 years, which [ should 
certainly not have done had I known that gas-works were coming there. 
I look upon the proposal as decidedly detrimental to the neighbourhood. 
I confirm the evidence already given as to their being a nuisance. The 
Hon. Spring Rice, now Lord’ Monteagle, lived in my house for 14 or 15 
years prior to my taking it. I went there for the sake of my health and 
that of my family. 

By Mr. Ricuarps: I am a consumer of the Phenix Company’s gas. I 
have not burned it long. I am perfectly content with it. I think it is per- 
fectly unnecessary to have another company introduced into the neigh- 
bourhood, because we have good gas already—better gas than I get in the 
City from the City Gas Company. Before this new company was mooted 
I considered the road-lamps at Lewisham were decidedly better lighted 
than the average of the lamps round London. 





Cross-examined by Mr. Currry: I was present at the Blackheath meet- 


which is about 700 or 800 yards of the proposed works. I have spent £1000 | 











ing. I neither voted for nor against the resolutions. I have been burnin 
the Phenix gas about three months and have found it very good indeed. 
I think it very likely that works a mile off would be a nuisance—not so 
serious a nuisance as half a mile off, but it would depend upon which way 
the wind blew. They would be no improvement to the neighbourhood a 
mile off. The end of my pleasure-ground is within 70 or 80 yards of Mr. 
Edwards’s, which is nearer to the gas-works. I have been giving £150 a 
year for my house. I have just taken it at an advanced rental on a lease for 
21 years; but, instead of being worth £50 more, if these works are erected 
it _ be worth £50 a year less. It is between 400 and 500 yards from the 
works, 

The CuarrMan said this examination had no real bearing upon the case. 
The question of a few yards either way was not important. 

Cross-examination continued: I took my house unfurnished at that 
rental. There are 9 acres of land attached to it. 

By Mr. Ricuarps: The whole of that 9 acres is pleasure-ground at the 
present time. I have lived there for eleven years, and have been always 
satisfied with the quality of the gas supplied in the district. 

Major Gavin: Are you satisfied with the price? 

Witness : The price is less than I pay in the City. 

Major Gavin: Then you are satisfied? 

Witness : Yes; quite so. 

The Cuarrman: What price do you pay in the City? 

Witness : 4s. 6d. per 1000 feet; and at Lee we pay 4s. 3d. 

The CuarrMAN asked whether it was intended to call any more witnesses 
to speak to the same facts. 

Mr. SaunpERs said there were several other gentlemen in attendance 
whom he proposed to call. 

The CHArrMAN said before that was done the committee wished the room 
to be cleared. 

The parties were accordingly directed to withdraw, and the committee 
consulted for about ten minutes. 

The counsel and parties were again called in. 


The CuatrmAs said: The committee are of opinion that sufficient evidence 
has been laid before them to enable them to come to the conclusion that the 
preamble of the Kent Gas Bill has not been proved. 


The bill was accordingly lost, the Phoenix Company not having been 
called upon to support their petition. 


(Before Sir Gzorce Bowyer, Chairman; Gen. Buckury, Mr. QuINN, 
and Mr. FLEMING.) 


BRISTOL WATER BILL. 
Tvrespay, Marcu 21. 


Mr. Mitwarp, Q.C., appeared as counsel for the promoters ; and Mr. 
Wiixixson for the petitioners against the bill. 

The following is the report of the referees on the petition of owners, &c., 
of land n the banks of the river Kenn: 

This is a bill promoted by the Bristol Water-Works Company for providing an 
increased water supply, which appeared to be much needed, for the consumption of 
Bristol. 

The bill would authorize the company to take the whole of certain springs called 
the Chelvey and Midgal Sp. ngs, in the parishes of Chelvey and Brockley. 

The petitioners who appeared before us were certain owners and occupiers of land 
in t e neighbourhood of these springs, and of the district adjacent to the river Kenn, 
whoa _ ged that the abstraction of the water from the springs in question, if exer- 
cised according to the powers given by the bill, would do them great injury. 

They stated that these springs are the chief feeders of the river Kenn, which 
waters an area of some 6000 acres of land used for dairy and grazing purposes. 

Mr. Simpson, the eminent water engineer. who is engineer-in-chief to the water- 
works company, and was their principal witness before us, stated that a supply of 
3 millions of gallons per day would amply suffice to satisfy all the requirements of 
the district. He produced « statement of the results of gaugings taken at different 
points of the river, both above and below the junction of the springs in question, 
and taken in the driest week of the exceptionally dry season of 1864-5. It appeared 
from this statement that the gauging taken above the streams yielded the amount of 
1,527,000 gallons, and that taken below the confluence of the streams 5,154,300 
gallons. Of this total, 1,900,000 gallons were due to the Chelvey and Midgal Springs, 
the remainder being derived from other sources. 

Mr. Simpson did not dispute the prior claim of the inhabitants of the district toa 
sufficient supply of water from their own springs, and stated that he did not con- 
template taking therefrom, for the use of the water-works, a larger quantity than 
1 million of gallons per day, the estimated requirements of Bristol being 4 millions. 
He further admitted that, in his opinion, it would be reasonable that such arrange- 
ments should be made for the protection of the district as would secure it against 
abstraction of the water for the use of the water-works whenever the effect of so 
doing would be to reduce the supply for local purposes below a minimum amount of 
3 million gallons per day. 

It will be for the committee on the bill to consider this suggestion. 

J. G. Dopsox, Chairman. 





Mr. MILwArD, in opening the case, said that the bill would occupy the 
attention of the committee but a very short time. Its object was to ex- 
temd the water supply of Bristol. Since the year 1846 a company had been 
formed to supply the town with water obtained from the Mendip Hills. 
The population had since greatly increased, and the quantity of water at 
the present time was quite insufficient to meet the demand. Last year 
there was a long dry season, and a great scarcity of water. The inkabi- 
tants of Bristol became so alarmed, that they appealed to the company to 
assist them. At the urgent request of the inhabitants and the Town 
Council, the company looked out for fresh sources of supply. They selected 
two springs at Midgal and Chelvey in Somersetshire, and another 
belonging to Sir John Smyth in Gloucestershire. These springs the pro- 
moters sought to take by the present bill. It was only with reference to | 
the two springs first named that there was any contest, the company | 
having made satisfactory arrangements with Sir John for the purchase of 
his spring. In regard to the necessity of an increased water supply the 
court of referees had reported in the promoters favour. The petitioners 
against the bill were owners and occupiers of land down the natural course 
of the stream supplied by the Midgal and Chelvey Springs; and they con- 
tended that the scheme would lead to an abstraction of water that would 
greatly injure their land, and interfere with them in their agricultural pur- 
suits. With regard to that allegation, the committee would find by the 
referees report that it was not quite correct. He did not, however, intend 
to depart from the suggestion which Mr. Simpson, the engineer, made 
before the court of referees, viz., that all above 3,000,000 gallons, which 
were alleged to be requisite for the purpose of the petitioners, the pro- 
moters should be entitled to take. The promoters, in fact, would only then 
be taking the water which would otherwise run to waste, and, therefore, 
they would not in any way interfere with the petitioners. The company 
were perfectly willing to enter into any arrangement of that kind. 


The CuarrMAN: Before we hear any more, the committee would like to} 
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know whether the petitioners have any objection to accede to such an 
arrangement. 

Mr. WiLkinson said he had listened with very great pleasure to his 
learned friend’s proposition, and he was perfectly willing on behalf of his 
clients to accept it, on condition that the promoters would secure to them 
under all circumstances a minimum of 3,006,000 gallons. 

Mr. Mitwarp said the company could not, of course, secure to the 
petitioners any specific quantity of water ; but they would undertake to 
abstract only the water in excess of 3,000,000 gallons. 

The Cuarrman: Supposing there were only 3,000,000 gallons, you 
would take nothing ? 

Mr. Mitwarp: That is so, sir. 

The CuAtrMAN; You are only to take the surplus of 3,000,000 gallons ? 

Mr. Mitwarp: Yes, sir. If there are 4,000,000 gallons, we shall take 
1,000,000. You have no objection to the preamble ? 

Mr. WiLktyson: Oh, no. 

The preamble was then formally taken as proved. 

_ Mr. Witkrnson then asked the chairman to adjourn the further considera- 
tion of the bill for a short time, in order that his clients might have an 
opportunity of consulting their engineer relative to the proposition of his 
learned friend. 

The CHarrman said the matter had better be postponed until the 
following morning. 


WeEpneEspAy, Marcu 22. 

Mr. Wiixkrnson said that his clients and the promoters had agreed to all 
the clauses but one, which referred to the penalty to be inflicted in the 
event of the company abstracting more water than was agreed upon. His 
clients were owners of 6000 acres of land, which, without a good supply of 
water, would become little better than an arid desert. The water was so 
absolutely necessary, that the petitioners suggested that a penalty should 
be imposed of £200 a day. The other side objected to so large an amount, 
and alleged that it would be ruinous. Taking their water would be ruinous; 
and they wanted to protect themselves against ruin by the infliction of a 
penalty which would be ruinous to them. They wanted the penalty to 
hang over them in terrorem. 

The Cuarrman: We, of course, assume that the water is of great im- 
portance to the petitioners, and that they require protection. The only 
question to be decided was the amount of the penalty. We should like to 
hear the promoters of the bill on the point ; but, at the same time, it is 
obvious that if they do not do anything wrong, they will not have anything 
to pay. 

Mr. Coates (agent for the p:omoters): We think £50 a day is quite 
enough to keep us in our good conduct. £200 seems quite a vindictive 
amount. 

The Cuarrman: How would the penalty be recovered ? 

Mr. Coates: Before the justices of the peace. 

The Cuatrman: I think the landowners would be as well protected by 
a £50 penalty as one of £200. 

Mr. WiLk1nson: We do not suggest anything like mala fides ; but we 
want a protection. Suppose we fix the penalty at £100 ? 

The Cuairman: Suppose we insert the word “ wilful.” Then the magis- 
trates would have to decide whether the abstraction of the water happened 
by accident. I think £100 enough. 

Mr. Wivkrnson: Accidental, £50; wilful, £100. 

The Cuairman: I do not think you should charge for accidents. Sup- 
pose we say “ wilfully or through negligence ”? 

Mr. Mitwarp: Suppose we say £50 if we do it wilfully; £100 if we con- 
tinue to do it after notice. 

Mr. Witkinson: it has been suggested to me that a maximum penalty, 
with power for the justices to mitigate to a minimum, would be the best 
provision. 

The Cuairman: Would not “wilfully or through negligence” answer 
the purpose ? 

Mr. Wiikrnson: I am content. 

The Cuairman: “ Through accident ” would not then be necessary. 

Mr. Minwarp: And with power for the magistrates to mitigate. 

After a little further discussion, it was arranged that the penalty should 
be inflicted by the magistrates, who would have power to impose a maxi- 
mum of £100 and a minimum of £50, notice of the subject matter of the 
complaint to be given to the company within 14 days of its occurrence. 

The other clauses were then agreed to nem. con. 
The proceedings then terminated. 





REDHILL GAS AND WATER BILL. 


Frmay, Marcu 24. 

Mr. Parkes, parliamentary agent, appeared for the promoters; and Mr. 
Morrison for the Town Council of Reigate, petitioners against : inv bill. 

Mr. Parkes said he should formally prove the preamble, as there was no 
opposition to it. The Redhill Gas Company was established about four or 
five years ago, for the purpose of sup wi gas to Redhill and its neigh- 
bourhood. Since then the population had very considerably increased, and 
it was absolutely necessary that the company should increase their works in 
order to meet the demand. There was no other gas company at Redhill ; 
but there was a limited company supplying a portion of the town of Reigate. 
The Redhill Company commenced with a capital of £5000, with which they 
had constructed works and laid down mains, which had, up till recently, 
been able to meet the requirements of the place. The works, however, were 
now found to be utterly inadequate for the purpose. The consumption of 
gas had rapidly increased. In 1863 the consumption was 2,213,000 feet, 
and in 1864 it was over 3,000,000. Under these circumstances, the company 
applied to Parliament for power to erect additional works, and to increase 
their capital to £50,000. To the general principle of the bill there was no 
opposition. The corporation of Reigate, however, raised objections to one or 
two of the clauses. At first they raised opposition to the price of the gas, 
but negotiations had taken place between them and the company, and an 
arrangement had been made which was satisfactory to both parties. The ar- 
rangement was that the company were to charge the present price for the 
gas—viz., 6s. for three years, until the company had fairly begun to work, 
and then to reduce it to 5s. 6d. That was a very reasonable price, consider- 
ing the character of the district. The clause which the corporation objected 
to was the following :—‘‘It shall be lawful for the mayor, aldermen, and bur- 
gesses of the borough of Reigate, from time to time, by order in writing, to 
appoint some competent person, not being an officer or servant of the com- 
pany, or of the corporation, or a member of the corporation, to test the illu- 
minating power of the gas; and the person so appointed, on giving 24 hours 
notice in writing to the company, may at any reasonable hour in the day- 
time, on producing the said order, enter on the premises of the company, and 








in the presence of the manager, or other officer of the company, make expe- 
riment of the illuminating power of the gas by means of such experimental 
meter and other apparatus ; and the company and their officers shall afford 
all reasonable facilities and assistance to the making of such experiment ; and 
if it shall be proved tothe satisfaction of any two justices, not being directors or | 
shareholders of the company, notmembersof the corporation, after warning the | 
parties that theilluminating power of the gas supplied by the company did not, | 
when so tested, equal the illuminating power by this Act prescribed, or that | 
the company or their officers refused to afford reasonable facilities, or hin- | 
dered or prevented the making of such experiment, in any such case the | 
company shall forfeit a sum not exceeding £20, as the justices shall deter- | 
mine.’ The petitioners proposed that the words ‘or servant of the corpo- | 
ration’”’ should be struck out, He, however, did not think his clients 
would be disposed to do so. They alleged also that 24 hours notice 
was too long, and that, in fact, no notice ought to be given at all. It was 
obvious that a notice was most reasonable in such a case. He had looked | 
through several Acts of Parliament, and in every one he had found a clause | | 
specifying the notice that should be given. The majority of them con- | | 
tained provisions for 24 hours notice being given. The company pro-| 
posed to increase the illuminating power of the gas from 12 to 14 candles; || 
and, as the committee well knew, gas companies were liable to a penalty in | 
the event of their not supplying gas of the stipulated illuminating power. || 
The penalty provided in the present bill was £20. The gas was always 
tested by scientific apparatus ; and it was only fair that a representative of || 
the company should “ present at the time the test was made, to see that it | 
was properly conducted. The committee would at once see how important || 
and necessary it was for a notice to be given, in order that a competent ser- | | 
vant of the company might be present. If no notice were given at all, it | 
would necessitate the employment of a person to be constantly at the works, | | 
to await the entrance of the testing officer. There was another point which | | 
they raised in their petition, which was decidedly novel—viz., that the pe- 
nalty of £20 should be paid, not, as under the General Acts, to the relief of | | 
the poor in the parish, but to the treasurer of the corporation. The effect of | 
such an arrangement would of course create an inducement to apply the pe- 
nalties against the company, and keep them in dread of perpetual litigation. | 
The original bill of the company was for supplying the town of Redhill and | 
its neighbourhood with gas and water; but the scheme, so far as the water | 
supply was concerned, was now abandoned. , 

Mr. Lees, manager of the gas-works, was called, and formally examined 
as to the necessity of the powers sought by the bill being granted. 1} 

The preamble was then taken as proved. i 

The clauses were then considered. 

In reference to clause 49, referred to in Mr. Parkes’s speech, 

Mr. Morrison said the object of the clause was to enforce the company to 
supply gas of an uniform illuminating power; and in order to effect that, 
object it was deemed absolutely necessary that no notice whatever should be | 
given. If 24 hours notice were given, the clause would be rendered nuga- | 
tory, because the company would have time to discharge their retorts, and | 
refill them with gas of superior quality. He also objected to that part of | 
the clause relating to the justices that should determine the disputes be- | 
tween the company and the corporation in respect to the illuminating power 
of the gas, and contended that the clause as it then stood would, in effect, 
exclude the borough magistrates jurisdiction. 1; 

The CHAIRMAN said it appeared to him that the borough justices were the | 
best persons who could determine that kind of case. 

Mr. ParkKEs said he had no objection to alter the clause in that respect || 
according to his friend’s wishes. 1} 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee supposed that the borough magistrates | | 
would not be influenced by anythit.;, .:: their public duty, and inquired how 
many justices there were. 

Mr. Morrison: Two; the mayor and ex-mayor. 

General BucKLEY: Will the operations of the gas company be confined 
exclusively to Reigate ? 

Mr. Parkes: Qh, no; it extends over a large area. 

The Cuarrman: Suppose we say, ‘not more than one of whom shall be a 
member of the corporation.” 

Mr. Parkes: I am content. 

Mr. Morrison : I shall not object to that. ? 

The CHAIRMAN: With regard to the testing notice, have you any wit- 
ness to examine, Mr. Parkes ? 

Mr. Parkes: No, sir; I would rather leave the point to be settled by the 
committee. I will, however, offer to reduce the notice to nine hours. 

General BuckLeY: An observation was made by Mr. Morrison with refe- 
rence to the possibility of discharging the retorts, and refilling them with a 
superior gas. Might not the gas to be tested be taken from the gasometer ? 

Mr. Parkes: The gas to be tested would be taken from the gasometer. 
The only object we have in desiring notice to be given is to secure the at- 
tendance of a scientific person to protect the company from imposition. 

General BuckLey: It would be impossible that all the gas could be | 
discharged > 

Mr. Parkes: The company would, of course, rather pay the penalty. 

Mr. Morrison : I agree to nine hours notice. 

Mr. Parkes: With reference to the application of the penalty, I under- 
stand, from the manner in which the committee entertained my friend’s pro- 
position, that you would not be inclined to accede to it. 

The CHAIRMAN: No. . 

In regard to the clause respecting the payment of the costs of testing the 
gas, and the proceedings before the justices, it was arranged, after a little 
discussion, that the matter should be left to the discretion of the justices. 











(Before Mr. Brampton Gurpon, Chairman; Mr. Buchanan, 
Mr. BremrincGeE, and Mr. Potter.) 
Tuurspay, Marcu 28. 
FOLKESTONE GAS BILL. 

Mr. Burke, Q.C., and Mr. Wi1Lkrnson, appeared for the promoters ; 
and Mr. CLanon (Fearon and Clabon, parliamentary agents) for the corpo- 
ration of Folkestone, and Mr. Boarer, a landowner, petitioners against the bill. 

The following is the report of the referees on the petitions of— 

1. The Corporation of Folkestone. 
2. Robert William Boarer. 

This is a bill for more effectually lighting Folkest 
gas. td ; 
The petition complained that no means were provided in bill for testing the quan- 
tity of gas consumed by the public lamps. 

t was agreed upon between the promoters and petitioners that the present charge 
of £3. 10s. 8d. per annum for lighting each public lamp is equivalent to a charge 0 
4s. 6d. per 1000 feet. 

The price charged to ordinary consumers is 5s. 6d. per 1000 feet. ’ 

Micwakt D. Hassarp, Chairman. 
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|; calculated to interfere with the prosperity of Folkestone. 
‘| leased the land on which the works were built from Lord Radnor, for a term 
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Mr. Burke, in opening the case for the promoters, said_this was a bill to 
incorporate the Folkestone Gas and Coke Company, Limited, and to authorize 
them to construct new works to light Folkestone and its neighbourhood with 
gas; also to make a new road, and to confer certain powers upon the corpo- 
ration of Folkestone in respect of such road. He had quite understood, from 
what had taken place between the promoters and the opponents of the bill, 
that all matters had been amicably arranged, and that the bill would pass 
unopposed. There was, however, no petition against the preamble of the 
bill. The simple facts of the case were these. The company was formed in 
the year 1842, but not incorporated by Act of Parliament. They had, 
therefore, up to the present time been working and supplying gas merely 
under permissive powers. They had been incorporated under the Joint- 
Stock Companies Registration Act, which limited the liability of the share- 
holders, and enabled them to act as a corporation; but it gave them no par- 
liamentary powers. The inconvenience arising from such a state of things 
had long been felt. The company could not lay down any of their pipes in 
the public streets without the permission of the local authorities; and they 
were subject at any time to an indictment for creating a nuisance in carrying 
on their works. Under these circumstances, the company felt it to be abso- 
lutely necessary to come to Parliament to obtain similar powers to those 
possessed by other companies, and which were most essential for the efficient 
and successful any eg on of the works. The advantages to be derived from 
the passing of the bill were twofold. In the first place, the company would 
obtain parliamentary powers, which would secure them from all improper 
interference by the local authorities; and in the second, the inhabitants 
would be supplied with gas of a fixed illuminating power, purity, and price. 
At present it was in the discretion of the company to charge whatever they 
liked, and to make the gas of whatever illuminating power they liked. The 
Gas- Works Clauses Act was inserted in every modern Gas Act, and it afforded 
protection in all the matters to which he had referred. The operation of 
that Act had been most beneficial to the public. He knew no stronger 
instance of it than the result of its operation in Liverpool. The price of gas 
in that town, a few years ago, was 5s., and now it was soid at 3s. 2d. 
Folkestone, since the introduction of railways, had considerably increased 
in population, and had become one of the most favourite watering-places. 
In order to meet the increasing demand for gas, the company felt it abso- 
lutely necessary to ask Parliament for powers to raise their capital to 
£24,000, in order to erect new and efficient works. The present works of 
the company were situated on the sea-beach, in the most pleasant and fa- 
vourite spot of Folkestone. At the time they were erected the town was 
but a mere fishing village, and the site was unobjectionable ; but latterly, 
the town having increased in importance and popularity, it had been re- 
garded asa most improper place for such works to be carried on, and as 
The company 


of 99 years. That term had not yet expired; but his lordship was quite 
willing to annul the lease, and, in fact, assist the company in the construc- 
tion of their proposed new works. The company proposed, after removing 
their works, to construct a new road of access to them. All the existing 
roads in the neighbourhood of the works were exceedingly steep and incon- 
venient, and considerably increased the expense of carting coals and residual 
roducts to and from the works. It was also felt, he believed, by the inha- 
itants that a road like the one proposed would be a great public improve- 
ment; and therefore the company were willing to vest the control of the 
road in the corporation. The company had hitherto been prosperous; and 
there was every reason to believe that after they had passed their bill they 
would be much more prosperous. The price charged for gas was at the 
rate of 5s. 6d. per 1000 cubic feet, and the company proposed by their 
bill to charge 5s. as the maximum price in certain localities, and 
5s. 6d. in others. The company were also willing to supply gas at an 
illuminating power of 14 sperm candles, which was above the illuminating 
ower of the gas supplied by the metropolitan and many other gas companies. 
ey had also agreed to supply the public lamps by meter, under certain 
restrictions favourable to the local authorities. The company had, in fact, 
endeavoured to meet the wishes of the corporation in every possible way. 
Interviews had taken place between those two bodies from time to time, and 
up to within almost the last moment of coming before the committee he (Mr. 
Burke) anticipated a harmonious settlement of all the differences between 
them. Unfortunately for this gas company, another gas company had been 
started in Folkestone to compete with them. It was at present in embryo, 
having no tangible existence ; and he had every reason to believe that the 
opposition of the corporation was mainly due to the fact that many of the 
‘own Council were connected with the new and imperfectly formed company. 
He could attribute their opposition to nothing else, as the company had en- 
deavoured, by all the means in their power, to carry out their wishes, and 
meet every public requirement. He really could not see what possible point 
there could be for discussion between them. The allegationsin their petition 
were not against the preamble of the bill, and therefore, according to Stand- 
ing Orders, they were not entitled to appear against it. The necessity of a 
removal of the company’s works from their present site, and the construction 
of a new road of access, was admitted by the petitioners, and nearly every 
other point had been satisfactorily settled. He could not understand what 
their opposition could be. He believed the corporation objected to a clause 
which related to the vesting of the control of the new road in them; but the 
clause was not by any means obligatory. It merely proposed that the com- 
pany should be empowered to treat with the corporation as to the advisability 
of the road being made one which would serve not only as a convenience for 
the company, but the public. If the corporation did not feel inclined to 
undertake the management of the road, they need not do so. Of course, the 
company, with so small a capital, would only be able to construct a road for 
their own convenience. They very wisely thought, however, that if the 


|| corporation would consent to work in conjunction with them, a road might 
|| be constructed which would prove useful to them, and at the same time a 


great benefit to the public generally. The opposition to the clause was per- 
1 He was afraidjthere was some latent interest, which he 
knew nothing of, that accounted for the corporation’s opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN: Under the Local Improvement Act, are the corporation 
the commissioners or trustees of the roads ? 

Mr. BurkEsaid they were. It was only reasonable to assume, in reference 
to the construction and maintenance of the proposed road, that if the corpo- 
ration did not consider it expedient they would not come to terms with the 
company, and therefore there could be no harm done by the introduction of 
the permissive power in the 58th clause. With reference to the other peti- 
tioner against the bill—a gentleman named Boarer—he (Mr. Burke) could 
not help thinking that, so far as his proceedings before this committee were 
concerned, the first syllable of his name would furnish the most appropriate 
appellation for that gentleman ; for the truth was, that Mr. Boarer had no 
right whatever to be heard as a petitioner against the bill. In his petition 
he stated that he was a resident of the town, an owner of property, and a 
member of the corporation. If he were a member of the corporation, he was 
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represented by the corporation. He most vaguely stated that if ‘‘ certain 
clauses”’ of the bill, as they now stood, were allowed to become law, they 
would injuriously affect him. Now, if there were one rule more stringent 
than another, it was that general allegations were never allowed. Parties 
etitioning against a bill must specitically state their objections. It was 
impossible to understand what was meant by “certain clauses.’”” There was 
another statement in his petition which was quite erroneous. He said that 
if ‘‘ certain clauses’’ were passed, he would be entirely at the mercy of the 
gas company. At the present*time the inhabitants were entirely at their 
mercy, but if the present bill were passed they would not be, for the com- 
pany would, as he had before remarked, be subject to all those wholesome 
restrictions and regulations which Parliament, in the interest of the public, 
had seen fit to impose upon all gas companies applying for statutory powers. 
With these observations he would now prove the preamble of the bill pro 
orma, 
f Richard Hart, Esq., examined by Mr. Burke. 

I was chairman of the Folkestone Gas Company. I have resided at Folkes- 
stone for a long time, and am in practice there as a solicitor. I have held 
office as clerk to the magistrates, vestry clerk, clerk to the Burial Board, 
clerk to the Trustees of the Turnpike Roads, &c. I have served the office 
of mayor of Folkestone, and am thoroughly acquainted with the town and 
its wants. It has been an extremely increasing place of late years, since 
the introduction of railways, and from a fishing town has become a watering- 
Es of considerable resort. At present the gas-works are situated on the 

each, very near the sea—in a situation which may very fairly be stated to 
be ineligible for gas-works. From those works alone the whole of Folkes- 
tone has been supplied with gas. There is land in the vicinity adapted for 
building purposes, but the existence of the gas-works there is prejudicial to 
such operations. The question of the removal of the works is one which 
has engaged the attention of the directors for some time past, and they have 
discovered a site which would be unobjectionable for the purpose. It is on 
the north of the railway, at a place ealled Ford Lane. It is on a medium 
level, higher than the site of the present works, but not the highest level in 
the town. We hold our present land under three leases from Lord Radnor, 
who is willing to accept the surrender of them and permit the removal of 
the works, if Parliament sanctions this bill. We propose to make an ap- 
proach road to the new works, as the existing roads are very inconvenient 
for the conveyance of coals and removal of products. I believe that road 
would be a great public improvement. The control of the thoroughfares is 
now vested in the corporation. If the new road is made by the gas com- 
pany, it will be private; butin this bill we give the corporation the right, if 
they please, to assume the ownership. It would be advantageous to the 
town if they did so. The affairs of the company have been prosperous 
hitherto. We are now selling gas at 5s. 6d. per 1000 cubic feet. e pro- 

ose by the bill to extend our limits to Sandgate, and also to supply the| 
tan: eon works at Shorncliffe, if desired. We shall reduce the price of 
gas in Folkestone. We have had various communications with the corpo- 
ration in reference to the provisions of the bill, and have made several con- 
cessions to meet their requirements, and inserted several clauses at their 
suggestion. Parliament has always allowed, in bills of this kind, a higher 
maximum rate than the price actually charged. The future maximum we 
propose is 5s. in the town and ds. 6d. in the outlying districts, and from past 
experience I think that fair and reasonable to the public. We also come 
under obligation to reduce the price when our profits enable us to pay more 
than 10 per cent. as dividend. In Dover the maximum is 5s. 3d., the popu- 
lation being much greater than at Folkestone, and the supply within a 
more condensed area, rendering its distribution more economical. Many of 
our houses are situate at great altitudes above the works, which tends to 
increase the leakage, and altogether we are less favourably placed for the 
supply of gas than Dover. There is a new company registered for the 
supply of the town. Five out of the ten directors of it are members of the 
Town Council. I believe that all the questions between us and the corpo- 
ration, except in reference to price, are settled. 

There being no opposition to the preamble of the bill, the committee at 
once declared it to be proved. The clauses were then proceeded with. 

On clause 44, providing that the maximum price for gas in the borough 
shall not exceed 5s., and in the outlying districts 5s. 6d., 

Mr. Cxuapnon asked to be allowed to offer a few words in support of the 
case for the petitioners. He said, on behalf of the corporation, he had 
nothing whatever to urge against the gas company, who had met them in 
a fair spirit, with regard to a variety of clauses which it was desired to 
insert in the bill. The negotiations between the parties had been of great 
service in saving the time of the committee, and he only regretted that the 
learned counsel in opening the case had made use of expressions tending to 
cast a slur upon the corporation, for appearing in opposition to the bill. 
The corporation felt that they were only performing a public duty in 
appearing before the committee to ask for one or two clauses for the pro- 
tection of the interests of their constituents. The question now under con- 
sideration related to the price to be charged for gas, and he could not con- 
ceive of any question upon which those who had charge of the public 
lighting of the town had a more legitimate claim to be heard. And in this 
matter they were not appearing upon their own mere motion as a corporation, 
but as the exponents of a strong feeling which existed in the town in reference 
to the question. One or two public meetings had been held on the ‘sub- 
ject, which resulted in a petition signed by 130 or 140 inhabitants, re- 
preserting very fairly the gas-burning interest, in which it was urged that 
the maximum price proposed by this bill was unfair and excessive, and that 
it should not exceed 4s. per 1000 cubic feet. He would produce evidence to 
show that gas could be sold there for 3s. 6d., and he believed the engineer 
he intended to call would state that at the price of 3s. it would enable 
the company to realize 10 per cent. dividends. But he was content to 
adopt the figure inserted in the memorial of 4s., which would leave a very 
large margin of profit to the company. 


My partner is the town-clerk of Folkestone, and I am the acting town-clerk. 
In that capacity I know everything that transpires at the meetings of the 
corporation. I am acting for them in the opposition to this bill. There is a 
variety of matters in which we have come to an agreement with the com- 
pany. The question of price, and the construction of the proposed road, are 
all that the committee need be troubled with. A meeting of the ratepayers 
was held in January upon the subject of the high price of gas, and the 
result was that a memorial was presented to the corporation against the bill. 
A committee was formed at the meeting, with instructions to wait upon the 
corporation with the memorial, which is signed by 145 individuals, all of 
them being, I believe, ratepayers. A new company has been started in con- 
sequence of failure of negotiations with the old company. Many persons 
were dissatisfied with the price charged by the old company, and they 
formed themselves into a body, called the Gas Consumers Company. In 
fact, that company I regard as an emanation of the meeting of ratepayers, 


Mr." Harrison, examined by Mr. CLanon, 
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which was the largest meeting of the kind that I have ever seen in the town. 
With respect to the profits of the gas company, the accounts show that for 
the half year ending in June last, notwithstanding a loss of £2000 by the 
default of the late secretary and collector, the profits were £3587, out of 
which the directors declared a dividend of 20 per cent., which required 
£2320, and left a balance of £1267 to be dealt with as stated in their report. 

r. Boarer is the owner of property in Folkestown of considerable value. 
He has two houses on the Lees, which is the best part of the town, and has 
a large interest in the question of the price of gas. 

Cross-examined by Mr. SuruBSOLE: The resolution passed at the public 
meeting was that, in the opinion of those present, the most strenuous oppo- 
sition should be given by the Town P ssond to the bill about to be introduced 
by the gas company, on the ground that the maximum price proposed to be 
inserted was excessive. The public meeting respecting the price of gas took 
place on the 5th of January, and at that time the bill in Parliament pro- 
posed to charge 6s. 6d. per 1000 feet. Ata meeting of the Town Council on 
the 3rd of February, it was resolved that the committee appointed to watch 
the bill be instructed to offer the directors of the gas company, asa maximum, 
= a cubic feet for four years, and 4s. 6d. after that time, within the 

rough. 

Mr, SHruBSOLE: Show me any resolution of the Town Council which 
requires that the company should be limited to 5s. as their maximum price ? 

ttness: There was a resolution passed last Friday evening by the com- 
mittee of the whole corporation, which was contirmed by the council last 
night, to the effect that the opposition to the bill should be withdrawn, 
provided the price was fixed at 4s. 6d. until the 1st of April, 1869, and at 4s. 
afterwards, 

Cross-examination continued: I do not know what the rate of dividend 
paid by the company during the last few years has been. 

Re-examined by Mr. CLanon: There is no sum of 4s, expressed in the re- 
solution of the public meeting; but they appointed a committee who, in their 
memorial to the Town Council, embodied the feeling of the meeting, that the 
price should be 4s. 

Mr. G. W. Stevenson, examined by Mr. CLanon. 

I know the situation of the Folkestone Gas-Works, and have a general 
knowledge of the town from having visited it. Ihave examined the printed 
accounts of the gas company, with a view to ascertain their probable make 
of gas in a year, Last year the company paid £1891 for coal. 
about 16s. a ton, and that would give 2363 tons of coal as having been used 
in the year. 


The annual production in Folkestone would consequently be 21,758,000 feet. 
The capital of gas companies varies from £400 to £1000 per million feet of 
annual make, and even more. 
per million feet made annually in modern works. In some places it is £600, 
which is a large and extravagant sum. Assuming £600 to be the cost at 
Folkestone, the make there would represent a capital of £13,000. I have 
made an estimate of the cost at which gas can be produced and ought to be sold 
at Folkestone. I have allowed 15 per cent. for leakage upon the total annual 
make, which is an ample margin. 
level to the extent of 600 feet above the gas-works, we have, by the use of 
spac apparatus, reduced the leakage from 24 per cent. to something under 

0 percent. With this deduction for leakage, it gives 18} million cubic 


Then there would be 1576 chaldrons of coke for sale, which I have taken at 


For tar and liquor I allow £234; and rental of 1200 meters, £300—making 
the total income £4256. The expenditure consists of 2129 tons of coal, at 
16s,—£1703. 4s.—and 236 tons of cannel at 24s., to bring up the illuminating 
ower to 15 candles at the works, so as to give 14 in the town, £283. 4s. 
urification, £22. 18s.; wages upon the works, £304. 15s.; wages in the 


expenses, £25; repairs of works and mains, £78. 16s.; office rent, rates, 
and taxes, £81; incidental expenses, including stationery, advertising, &c., 
£89, 12s. 4d.—making a total expenditure of £2977. 1s. 4d., which, deducted 
from the £4256, leaves £1279 for profit, or within a fraction of 10 per cent. 
upon the invested capital of £13,000. The result of this calculation is that 
the net cost of gas is 1s. 1}d. per 1000 feet into the holder. The net cost into 
the consumers burner, including all expenses incurred in the manufacture 
of gas, the maintenance of works, salaries, &c., is 1s. 11}d. per 1000 feet. 
Upon the basis of their capital, a charge of 3s. per 1000 feet would enable 


margin of 6d. in fixing the maximum price. In the Bath Gas Bill the price 
has been fixed by the House at 3s, 9d., and the cost of production of gas at 
Bath is a little higher than at Folkestone. 

By the CommitrexE: The price of coal at Bath is 11s., producing 8500 feet 
of gas per ton, instead of the 9200 feet at Folkestone. The price of coal is 
no test of the cost of gas; you must take other considerations into account. 

By Mr. CLanon: At Plymouth the cost, excluding dividend, is 2s. 2d. per 
1000 feet, the same coal being used as at Folkestone. 

By the CommirrexE: The selling price of gas at Plymouth is 2s. 9d. per 
1000 feet, and they are in expectation of having to reduce the price an addi- 
tional 3d. 

By Mr. Cianon: The dividend of 20 per cent. paid at Folkestone shows 
that the charge is too high. A charge of 5s. per 10U0 feet represents a divi- 
dend of 24 per cent. I believe a charge of 3s. per 1000 would enable the 
company to pay 10 per cent. to their shareholders. 

Cross-examined by Mr. SHrupsoLte: At Halifax, where the gas-works 
belong to the corporation, the maximum charge is 4s., the minimum 3s, 2}d., 
and the average is 3s. 7}d. The actual charge is 4s. to small consumers. 
Out of the borough the charge is 5s.; but under the bill which the corpora- 
tion of Halifax are now promoting in Parliament, very few consumers will 
be charged above 4s. ‘The profits made from the supply of gas are applied 
by the corporation to the reduction of rates. The population of Halifax is 
40,000; under the new bill the population supplied will be 50,000. There 
are extensive manufactories at Halifax. There is nothing of the kind at 
Folkestone. Messrs. Akroyd of Halifax consume about 2 or 3 million feet 
of gas per annum; Messrs, Crossley make their own gas. Messrs. Akroyd 
pay us 3s, 23d. per 1000. 

Mr. SuHRUBSOLE: Assuming this bill were passed, and that 3s. per 1000 
would yield 10 per cent., must we not come down to 3s., under the Gas 
Clauses Act? 

Witness : I think not, because the company could avoid that by paying a 


|| back dividend of 10 per cent. 


Mr. Surupso.e: You are not a lawyer, and are not aware that they can- 
not pay a back dividend ? 

Witness : I am not. 

Re-examined by Mr. CLABon: The company may expend their capital 
extravagantly; and it is frequently the case that, in order to avoid reducing 








The price is | 


In Halifax, where we have variations of | 


feet of gas delivered at the consumers meters, which at 3s. per 1000 is £2777. | 


12s.— £945. I am told that there is a reasonable sale for coke in Folkestone. | 


streets, £101. 12s. ; salaries, £260; bad debts and allowances, £27.; law | 


| which is equivalent to 33°40d. per 1000 feet of gas sold. 


them to pay a dividend of 10 per cent.; but they ought to be allowed a | 





| cost of production would remain the same. 
| sent is equal to 13 candles; under the bill it will be 14 candles ; 


2 It is Newcastle coal, a ton of which, of average quality, will | 
yield, under proper manipulation, a minimum of 9200 feet of gas ; but there | 
are instances in which as much as 10,000 feet have been drawn from a ton. | 


In the country £450 and £500 is a fair sum | 





| The removal of the works to another site would increase the cost of cartage | 


the price to the consumer, gas companies expend money upon works in un- 
productive districts. The Gas Clauses Act is found in many respects inope- 
rative, and special clauses have in consequence been introduced into many 
of the later Acts. At Halifax the ratepayers have no particular interest in 
the reduction of price, because the profits are applied to the reduction of 
rates. The cost of gas at the consumer’s burner at Halifax is ls. 8d. 

By the Commitree: The price of common coal at Halifax is 9s., and of 
cannel, 21s.; at Folkestone, the former is 16s., and the latter, 24s. About 
10 per cent. of cannel would be the proportion employed. The price of 
coals must always be considered in relation to the value of residual products, 
Coke at Halifax is only about one-third of the value that it is in Folkestone, 

Mr. WILKINSON said he proposed, on the part of the promoters, to show 
that 5s. was a fair maximum price, and one which the cost of production 
fully justified. 

Thos. G. Barlow, Esq., examined by Mr. WILKINSON. 

I am a civil and consulting gas engineer, and have been engaged for up- 
wards of 30 years in the erection of gas-works, and in advising gas companies 
generally. Ihave been consulted by the Folkestone Gas Company on seve- 
ral occasions since 1857, and also with reference to the present bill. The 
works were originally erected on a very small scale, and additions have been 
made from time to time, but not upon any settled plan. The present holders 
are capable of storing 50,000 feet of gasa day. The maximum consumption 
last winter was 95,000 feet a day. ‘To meet this demand additional retorts 
had to be heated, in order to produce gas rapidly. The total number of re- 
torts set is 56; each retort will produce about 3000 cubic feet of gas per day. 
There ought to be a reserve of retorts equal to 15 per cent. Allowing that | 
reserve, it would give a producing power of 150,000 feet per day, but the| 
company have only storeage for about 50,000. I have calculated the cost of | 
erecting works capable of producing 150,000 feet of gas per day; and find it| 
would be about £6000 ; and the cost of rearranging the pipes, to adapt them | 
to the new source of supply, would be £1000. [Witness explained, by the 
plan, the position and advantages of the proposed new site for the works.] 





of coals, and the cost of delivery of products; but, on the the other hand, | 
the advantages gained would be equal to that increased charge; so that the | 
The illuminating power at pre- || 

which will || 
add to the cost of production 13d. per 1000 feet, because a larger amount of || 
cannel cval will have to be used. net with the last witness, who said | | 
the cost of production is 1s. 11jd. The actual cost to the company, exclu- || 
sive of any depreciation-fund for the renewal of the plant is 33-4d. To that || 
I add £180 a year as acharge for renewal, which comes to 2,5d. per 1000 || 
feet, making the total cost 36,,d. That is without allowing anything for a}! 
reserve-fund, which of course should be taken into account, though not an 1 
element in the actual cost; and I have allowed nothing in this sum for the} 
dividend. I think the company have a small reserve-fund, though it is not 
invested. It is absolutely necessary that they should have additional gas- 
holder room, even on their present site; and I propose to provide for it ata! 
cost of £4000. I add that sum to the present capital of £12,000, and 10 per || 
cent. upon the whole would be equivalent to 2s. per 1000 cubic feet of gas) 
sold, making the total 5s. 0j,d. ‘The cost of coals for the manufacture of |! 
21,290,000 cubic feet of gas last year was £1891. 0s. 10d., which is 
equivalent to 28°42d. per 1000. The quantity of gas sold was 15,968,000 cubic 
feet ; and the price obtained for coke, tar, and other products, was/|, 
£1095. 5s. 2d., which is equivalent to 16°46d. per 1000. The total net cost 
of coals, after deducting products, was therefore £795, 15s. 8d. or 11 -96d.— | 
say, in round numbers, 1s. per 1000 cubic feet of gas. Wages amounted to}! 
£492. 12s. 1d., or 7°39d. per 1000 feet; repairs were £245. 17s. 3d. or 3°70d. ; | 
lime for purification, £56. 8s., or 0-84d. per 1000; sundries and materials, |] 
£31. 10s., or 0°47d.; rent, rates, and taxes, and water-rate, £184. 9s. 4d., | 
or 2°78d.; tools, £59. Os. 1ld., or 0°88d.; printing, stationery, &c., | 
£26. 19s. 1d., or 0°40d.; salaries, collectors commissions, and sundry | 
expenses, £208. 9s. 3d., or 3°13d.; petty expenses, £30. 12s., or | 

, replacing meters, £31. 8s. 





6d., or 0:47d.; bad debts, dis-| 
counts, and allowances, £60. 12s. 10d., or 0°92d. ‘That gives the total} 
cost of manufacturing 21,290,000 cubic feet of gas, £2222. 14s, 11d., || 
I have calculated || 
the depreciation-fund for the renewal of plant at 1} per cent. upon the || 
£12,000 of existing capital, which is £180, representing an additional 2°70d. | 
per 1000 feet. I have estimated the dividend of 10 per cent. upon the ori- |} 
nal share capital of £12,000 and the additional — required for the new} 
gasholder, which gives £1600, or an addition to the cost of gas per 1000 of | 
2s., making the total £4002. 14s. 1ld., or per 1000 cubic feet of gas sold! 
5s. 0),d. Therefore, I think the proposal to charge a maximum price of || 
5s. in the bill is a reasonable one. The price of coal is constantly in-| 
creasing. Iam acquainted with the provisions of the Gas-Works Clauses 
Act, under which any two consumers can apply to the recorder to appoint || 
an accountant to investigate the accounts of a gas company, upon whose 
report, if the maximum dividend has been exceeded, the Court of Quarter || 
Sessions will oblige the company to reduce the price of gas, so as to bring 
their profits within the required limits. There are several instances in 
which an accountant has been thus appointed, but I do not think there are 
any cases in which his report has shown that the profits have been above 
the prescribed rate. 

The CuarrMANn : Do you believe that what the last witness has stated is | 
correct, that this company would have power to pay back dividends ? | 
. Witness : No, certainly not. They will start afresh from the passing of | 
this Act. | 

By Mr. Wirkrson : There are some facts connected with the cases of Bath | 
and Halifax, which have been referred to, that ought to be explained. In the| 
case of Bath, it was proved, and is a part of the referees report, that the cost 
of production was 2s. 73d.—that was with coal at 11s. and gas of 12 candles 
illuminating power. At Bath, too, they produce 140 million feet of gas per 
annum; at Folkestone they only produce 21 millions. At Halifax the cost || 
of coal is about 9s. per ton, and there all the consumers of gas under 25,000 || 
cubic feet per quarter, which is equivalent to a rental of £5 per quarter, pay | 
4s. per 1000; when they exceed that consumption, they begin to get dis-| 
counts, varying from 2} per cent. Outside the borough, persons whose 
rental is less than £6. 5s. per quarter pay 5s. per 1000. At Plymouth the| 
quantity of gas sold is 122,655,000 feet per annum, The cost of gas is 
2s, 288d. per 1000, to which has to be added 23d. for a renewal-fund, bring- | 
ing the cost up to 2s. 5°38d. It is true they sell gas at 2s. 9d., but it is | 
under peculiar circumstances. The company in former years made large 
profits, when the price of gas was much ae, and those profits were ap-| 
plied in extending their works. Their share capital is only about £57,000, | 
and their works are worth £120,000. The difference has come out of the} 
consumers pockets when the price of gas was much higher than it is now. 
They can pay dividends upon their parliamentary capital with about 7d. per | 
1000 feet of gas. If they had had to issue shares for the whole cost of one 
works, it would require about 1s. 4d. or 1s. 5d. per 1000 to pay dividends | 
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upon them. In the case of the Leamington Gas Company, the other day, 
it was proved before a committee of the House of Lords that the cost of gas 
with coals at 11s. 6d. per ton was 2s. 7}d., on a consumption of 50 million 
feet per annum at the consumers meters, and the dividend was equivalent 
to ls. 7}d. 
fore, offer a fair analogy to Folkestone, owing te the much larger con- 
sumption at those places, and other circumstances connected with the manu- 
facture of gas. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ciazon: I think the leakage at Folkestone is 25 
per cent., which probably might be reduced by a rearrangement of the mains 
to 20 per cent. 1 entirely disagree from Mr. Stevenson that it could be 


! 
| 
| 
| 


Neither Bath, Halifax, Leamington, nor Plymouth, there- | 


reduced to 10. I know there are places in which it has been reduced | 


to 15 per cent.; but at Folkestone it could not be effected, because of 
the large extent of main in proportion to the consumption and the 
great variation in levels. If the leakage were reduced according to my 
estimate, it would make a difference in the cost of about 3d. per 1000 feet, 
which would be about 1} per cent. profit on the capital. All the figures 
that I have given were from the company’s balance-sheet, and repre- 
sent the cost of manufacturing 13 and not 14 candle gas. The cost of wages 
which I quoted is not high for works of this calibre. It is under 7} per 
1000 cubic feet of gas. The cost of lime is very little above 3d. per 1000— 
an exceedingly small item. The company purify their gas entirely with 
lime, which is an article very plentiful there, and the best material for the 
purification of gas. It would not be a less expense to purify with oxide of 
iron. When estimating for a new gasholder, I am looking forward to an 


increased consumption ; but theworks could not be carried on another winter | 


without more storeage room. It would to some extent reduce the cost of 
production to have an additional gasholder. All I said about the operation 
of the Gas-Works Clause Act was that, though there had been several appli- 
cations under it to have a professional accountant appointed, there had 
never been an instance in which it was found that a gas company were 
exceeding their prescribed profits. Ido not think it is an easy thing for a 
gas company so to expend their profits beyond the prescribed dividend, as 
to prevent the necessity of their being called upon to reduce the price to the 
public. The act does not offer temptations to companies to raise money and 
expend it unnecessarily, so as to spread the profits over a larger amount of 
capital. At Halifax, if I recollect right, the price of coals was 8s. 6d. The 
value of coke is low, but I think the corporation get back 4s. on the first 
cost of the coal, leaving the net cost about 5s. per ton. 

Re-examined by Mr. WiILkKInson: The rearrangement of mains at 
Folkestone, by which the leakage would be reduced, I estimate to cost £1000. 
The increase of illuminating power proposed by this bill will add about 13d. 
per 1000 to the cost of the gas. 

Mr. CiaBon, in reply, said it appeared to him that the figures given by 
Mr. Stevenson agreed in the main with those produced by Mr. Barlow. 
There was a difference, it was true, in the estimates respecting leakage, 
which he would leave to the committee. With regard to the question of 
dividend, he submitted that Mr, Stevenson’s calculation of 10 per cent. upon 
a price of 3s. was more to be relied upon than Mr. Barlow’s estimate; and 
in support of this conclusion he reminded the committee of this remarkable 
fact, vouched for by the company’s own report, that last year, notwith- 
standing a loss by default of one of their officers to the extent of £2000, they 
were able to add £500 to their reserve-fund, to pay £500 for law expenses, 
and yet to divide among their shareholders 20 per cent. and carry over a 
balance. He did not quarrel with the company for dividing 20 per cent., 
because they had a right to do it, seeing they were under no parliamentary 
limitation as to dividend. 

Mr. WILKINSON said the company only paid 45 per cent. the year before. 

Mr. CLazon said he should ask the committee to accept Mr. Stevenson’s 
estimate. Assuming, however, that they should think Mr. Stevenson was 
too sanguine in his view, Mr. Barlow, on the other hand, went to the 
opposite extreme; and he therefore thought a price between the two would 
meet the requirements of the case. At all events, he submitted that he had 
made out a case for a reduction of price. 

The room was then cleared. Upon the readmission of parties, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The committee have given the subject the best con- 
sideration in their power, and have come to the conclusion that the maxi- 
mum price of gas shall be 5s. both in and out of the borough. 

Mr. CLABON said he wished to add a few words to the clause providing 
that the gas supplied to the public lamps within the borough should not be 
charged at a higher rate. By clause 39 the corporation had the option to 
take gas either by meter or by contract; and he wished the maximum price of 
5s. per 1000 to apply, whether the gas were burned by contract or by meter. 
He would ask, therefore, to have these words added—* to the corporation, 
either by meter or by contract, or to any other consumer.’”’ If the corpora- 
tion elected to burn by meter, the clause as it stood would do; but if they 
contracted in the usual way at a price per lamp per annum, they required 
some protection, otherwise the company might charge a gross sum which 
would be far in excess of the rate now fixed. At the present moment the 
company charged £3. 10s. 8d. each per annum, and, according to the report 
of the referees, the corporation lighted and extinguished the lamps. This 
price worked out to 4s. 6d. per 1000 feet of gas; but hereafter, without a 
definite provision, the company might charge at a much higher rate. 

Mr. WILKINSON said his answer to this was very simple. Of course any 
special arrangement between the corporation and the company would be 
regulated by the terms of the contract, as at present ; and, the option being 
given to take gas by meter, the corporation could always sufficiently protect 
themselves, 

Mr, CLABON said the learned counsel had not met the difficulty, which 
was that unless the maximum were made to apply to the case of contract, 
the company might refuse to supply by contract under the rate of 6s. or 
more per 1000. The effect of that would be practically to exclude the cor- 
poration from the benefit of being able to make a contract. 

Mr. WILKINSON said it would be impossible for the company to require, 
by special agreement, that the corporation should pay more than the maxi- 
mum price. 

Mr. CLAzoN said it did not follow that it would be wise to burn by meter 
on account of the expense, and therefore the corporation would be driven to 
accept a contract. 

The CuarrMan said the price for the supply of the public lamps was now 
4s. 6d. per 1000. As far as the committee an A see, they thought that price 
should not be increased. 

Mr. CLABon said if the committee would fix the maximum at 4s. 6d. for 
the public lamps, he should be content, without the addition of the words 
he had proposed. 

Mr, WILkrnson objected, and said such a provision would let in the 
principle of special legislation ; and no ground had been established for the 
adoption of such a course in favour of the corporation. ‘hg Gas- Works 
Clauses Act provided that the company should have power to enter into any 
contracts with the corporation, and the special Act would provide that in 








such contracts the price of’ gas should not exceed 5s. per 1000. At present, 
as had been stated, the public lamps were supplied at the rate of 4s. 6d., 
but it might well be that, with increased expenses, it would be fair as be- 
tween the parties to charge the extreme maximum. It might also be that, 
with the increased consumption of gas which the company hoped to obtain, 
they would be justified in reducing the charge to 4s. Surely, in either case, 
it ought to be left to be a matter of contract between the parties under the | 
regulations of the general and special Acts. The effect of the rider proposed | 
would be to render null and void the principle which the committee had | 
already laid down. | 

Mr. CiaBon said if the committee would put in 4s. 6d. as the price to the 
public lamps, he should be entirely satisfied. 

The CHAIRMAN : That was our decision. 

Mr. WILKINSON said he was afraid this special legislation introduced for 
the benefit of the corporation would open the door to serious questions 
hereafter. | 

Mr, CLABON said there were many instances in which such special provi- 
sions were made with regard to public lamps. In some Acts it was provided 
that the public lamps should be supplied at the lowest rate charged to any | 
consumer, | 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee had agreed to the words—“ 4s. 6d. 
per 1000 cubic feet in respect of the public lamps.’ 

Mr. CLaBoN, with reference to clause 46, providing for an experimental 
meter, suggested the addition of the words, ‘‘ connected with the main from 
the company’s works.” } 

Mr. SHRvUBSOLE said that those words would be an absurd addition. The 
meter could be of no value as an experimental one, unless it was connected | 
with what it was to test. 

The CHAIRMAN said the meter was to be an experimental meter. That 
was sufficient to imply that it should be connected with the mains. 

Mr. SHRUBSOLE said with reference to clause 58, giving the corporation 
the option of constructing the proposed new road, the promoters were quite 
willing it should be struck out. | 

Mr. CLaBon said the,corporation, after careful consideration, desired that 
it should be omitted. 

The clause was therefore by agreement struck out. 

A manuscript clause was brought up, providing the penalty of £5 for 
default in supplying the public lamps. 

Mr. CLazon said that penalty was not enough; it should be £5 for every 
lamp which was extinguished. 

Mr. Survupso.e: You will never get a reduction of price, then. 

The clause was passed as it stood. 

— other clauses were formally disposed of, and the bill, as amended, was 
passed. 











(Before Mr. Baziey, Chairman; Mr. Asre.y, Alderman CorELAND, and 
Mr. HENNEssy.) 
DEWSBURY, BATLEY, AND HECKMONDWIKE WATER BILL. 
WeEpneEspay, Marcu 29, 


Mr. WatMIsLEY (for the Batley Board) informed the committee that they 
were not prepared to appear by counsel, as, for reasons which he stated, 
founded upon an alleged agreement, they thought it would not be necessary. 

Mr. St. GeorGE Burke (who appeared for the Dewsbury Board) said that | 
there was no question upon the preamble; and he proposed that they should | 
pass that, after hearing him for a short time. 

The CHAIRMAN: That is the proper course. | 

Mr. WaLMISLEY considered that he should be much prejudiced by that, | 
inasmuch as it would be agreeing to the principle of the bill. 

Mr. Burke stated that the only question at issue was as to an agreement | 
which had nothing to with the preamble [which he then read, the title 
being “A Bill to authorize the Dewsbury, Batley, and Heckmondwike Local 
Boards to construct new Reservoirs and Works, and to alter the Provisions | 
of the Acts relating to their existing Water-Works with respect to the Mill- 
owners on the River Dun; and for other Purposes.””"] There was nothing 
in the preamble that affected the interests of the gentlemen on the other side, 
and therefore he asked the committee’s sanction to the preamble. He should 
call Mr. Bateman to give evidence in support of it. 


John Frederick Bateman, Esq., examined by Mr. Burke. 

I have been called in to advise these boards with respect to the state of 
Dunford Bridge reservoir. I have examined it, and find that it is insecure. 
It is in a dangerous condition in consequence of imperfections in its original 
formation. I have recommended the board to construct a new embankment; 
by that means, the reservoir will be reduced in size. At present a great deal 
of the water runs to waste, which is neither for the benefit of the millowners 
nor for the benefit of the local board, as the arrangements now stand. The 
existing regulations have worked very inconveniently, by depriving the local 
board of water when they might have had it. They asked that the restric- 
tions with reference to taking water from the Windleden Clough Beck, and 
from the other streams supplying the Dunford Bridge reservoir, should be 
removed; and of course they could not do this without money. The cost of 
constructing two reservoirs in the Windleden Clough, and of repairing the 
old one, would be £52,000. Then they wanted money for the extension of 
the piping within the district. 

The CHAIRMAN: We take the preamble to be proved. 

The committee then adjourned until twelve o’clock to-morrow. 








Tuurspay, Mancu 30. 

Mr. Locu appeared for the Batley petitioners. 

Mr. Burke said that the parties interested were the three local boards of 
Dewsbury, Batley, and Heckmondwike. They had contributed to the works 
which had been authorized to be carried, in effect, in proportion to the area 
and importance of their districts—that was to say, three-sixths of Dewsbury, 
two-sixths of Batley, and one-sixth of Heckmondwike. Those were the pro- 
portions, and, of course, the intention was that in proportion to the contribu- 
tion of these local boards should be the amount of water allocated to them ; 
but, from some informality in the original Act, that was not adequately pro- 
vided for, and the consequence had been that Batley, which subscribed only a 
limited portion for the execution of the works, had been, nevertheless, taking 
a very much larger quantity of water than they were entitled to under the 
original proposition. The bill was for the supply of water for domestic pur- 
poses, but they found that by reason of the water flowing so as not to be 
capable of being distributed properly, Batley had had the opportunity of tak- 
ing any amount of water it thought fit, and, though subscribing only two- 
sixths, they had been taking a very much larger proportion than their share, 
and selling it for trade purposes, The resuit had been that though Dewsbury 
had been paying one-half, Batley had been getting a larger income. That 
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was manifestly so unfair, that they wanted to alter it. A committee of six 
had — the water supply, but it had been extremely difficult to get 
anything like concurrence on the part of Batley. Of course they had been 
unwilling to agree to alteration, and therefore it was that his friend, Mr. 
| Loch, appeared before the committee that morning to oppose the clauses they 
were about to bring before the committee, in order to restore things to the 
position they ought to assume by allccating to each Board of Health its fair 
proportion. When the bill was brought in it was found necessary that these 
|| clauses should be introduced, but it was felt to be desirable that no attempt 
should be made to introduce them without the special sanction of Parlia- 
ment. A petition was therefore presented to the House, stating the circum- 
stances of the case; and the Standing Orders Committee expressed no 
opinion on the clauses, but simply that they were fit matter for consideration 
in this bill. They therefore appeared before the present committee con- 
sistently with the ordinary practice of the House. The only mode in which 
| they were opposed was this—these clauses were agreed to by the gentlemen 
| who formed the local committee. An objection was raised by one gentleman 
only, and, notwithstanding the opposition, they were nearly unanimous, 
except Batley, with the clauses. They had complied with parliamentary 
orders, because they had submitted them first to the local committee, which 
approved the clauses. They then had them confirmed by a meeting of the 
Local Board of Health, and they now came before the committee with the full 
, sanction of a majority of the parties interested in the question. They ima- 
gined up to the last moment that it was an agreed case. Oddly enough, it 
| appeared that some gentlemen who were in town watching this bill had 
| taken counsel’s opinion, fearing lest the expenses of the bill should fall into 
| their pocket. 
| Mr. Locu observed that this was a very gratuitous statement. 
| Mr. Burke replied that he was speaking according to instructions, and his 
friend could correct him if he were in error. The agent who instructed his 
friend said that since that local committee there had been an agreement; but 
‘he found that there had been no real agreement. The local committee had 
not been called together. But then he found that a case had been submitted 
to a great authority upon this subject as to the expenses. 

Mr. Locn said they had nothing to do with the opinion. 

Mr. BuRKE contended that Batley was one of three parties, and they were 
to be governed by a majority. he question was, had his clients done 
according to Act of Parliament? They had; and the minority must be 
governed by the majority. The resolution of the committee appointed was 
confirmed by the board, therefore had the minority a right to rule? He had 
not the slightest objection to the parties being heard, but he said thatif they 
adhered to strict justice in the matter they were out of court. The object of 
the clauses was simply to rectify an error which was committed in the ori- 
ginal Act, by declaring that for the future there should be gauges for mea- 
suring and dividing the water in the fair proportions. There was no peti- 
tion from Heckmondwike against this. But Batley, which had been making 
a huge sum of money at the expense of Dewsbury, were the persons who 
sought to maintain this unjust state of things. Having stated this he would 
| call witnesses to prove the necessity of the clauses. 
| Mr. Locw said that his friend’s speech was full of errors with {regard to 
matters of fact. 

Mr. Burke asked if his friend was going to hear the evidence. 

Mr. Locu objected to the clauses being entertained at all. His friend 
began by trying to create prejudice against Batley. It was not the fact that 
Batley had been having more than its share; but even if it was so it had 
been done by the connivance of the united committee of Dewsbury, Batley, 
and Heckmondwike. Here were three parties who came to Parliament in 
1856 for the purpose of getting an Act for joint water-works. The Act 
worked with more or less satisfaction from 1856 to 1865; but in 1865, upon 
a petition presented to Parliament, and executed under the seals of the three 
townships, a bill was presented to which they all agreed. ‘That bill was on 
|the table. Subsequent to its introduction, two out of the three parties sought 
to have some object accomplished of their own, not reconcileable with the 
| interests of the third party. Dewsbury and Heckmondwike took some view 
about the distribution of water which would be inconsistent with the interests 
of Batley, and petitioned Parliament without the concurrence of Batley. 
His preliminary objection was that it was not competent for two parties out 
of three to present a petition to alter the constitution of that bill. Suppose 
three railway companies, owners of a joint station, came to Parliament seek- 
ing power to improve that railway station, and two out of three chose to pro- 
pose clauses inconsistent with the interests of the third party; he did not 
think a committee would listen to an application of that kind. Here were 
three different parties, having three different sets of interests, and having 
concurred in producing a bill in the first instance, it ought not to be enter- 
tained that two out of the three should introduce clauses of this kind. Then 
there was the agreement which he held in his hand 

Mr. Burke: That is a perfectly irregular document. 
paper. 

The CuarrMAn said that the committee had no alternative but to hear the 
witnesses. 








| 
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| 
| 





It is so much waste 


Mr. Charles Watker, examined by Mr. Burke. 

I am the town-clerk of Dewsbury, and also clerk to the united board, who 
act as representing the three different Local Boards of Health. The three 
local boards of Dewsbury, Batley, and Heckmondwike were united by the 
Water- Works Act of 1856. The three boards were by that Act required to 
set apart a portion of their revenue every year to form a sinking-fund. The 
rateable value of the local board of Dewsbury was £50,076; of Batley, 
£26,000 odd; and of Heckmondwike, £16,623. The population of Dews- 
bury is now 22,000; of Batley, 17,000; and of Heckmondwike 7000 ; 
making a total of 46,000. In proportion to that population the provisions of 
the bill were framed. The revenue derived by the three companies up to 
last March was, Dewsbury, £5750; Batley, £5089; and Heckmondwike, 
£2000. It followed that Batley had taken very much more than its fair pro- 
portion. ‘he affairs are governed by a committee of management. By the 
Act of 1856, which authorizes the construction of these works, the three 
boards are to elect a committee of six; Dewsbury sending three members, 
Batley two, and Heckmondwike one; and this committee is to have the 
management and control of the amount of the water until it leaves the reser- 
voir and gets into the pipes of the respective boards. Although these six 
have the management, it was qualified and subject to be challenged by any 
member of the three boards. ‘he Act also authorized another committee of 
nine, six, and three respectively for the three places, who were really the 
united board, and whenever any act of the committee of six was challenged, 
then the eighteen were to be called together to confirm or otherwise the pro- 
ceedingsof thesix. Anothersection enacted that the proceedings were to be kept 
or to be invalid. The united board had no control of the distribution of water 
after it got into the pipes of the separate boards. There was one main conduit 
from Broadstone reservoir, but the large proportion taken by Batley had been a 
constant source of dispute. Public meetings had been held at Dewsbury and 
Heckmondwike, and resolutions passed that no extension was to be sought 

















for till these disputes had been regulated. [The witness here read a petition 
agreed to upon the 14th of March by the committee of six.] The local boards 
ot Dewsbury and Iieckmondwike passed resolutions that is would not be]! 
desirable for the bill to pass unless the scale of distribution of water was 
clearly defined. They sought that the water should be distributed in the 
proportion of three-sixths to Dewsbury, two-sixths to Batley. and one-sixth 
to Heckmondwike. That was agreed upon by the corporation and the local 
board of Batley, but was challenged, and at a meeting of the united boards 
of nine, six, and three, on the 17th of March, that resolution was confirmed, || 

Cross-examined by Mr. Locn: The expenses are paid by the proportion 
of three-sixths from Dewsbury, two-sixths from Batley, and one-sixth from 
Heckmondwike. The Act gives power to draw water in that proportion. 
Batley holds that, when the water gets into their pipes from the reservoir, 
they have a right to take as much as they choose. But Dewsbury und Heck- 
mondwike object, and say it ought only to be taken in proportion to the 
division of the expenses. [The witness here read the clauses of the Act|| 
relating to the proportions.] Our allegation is, that Batley has taken more 
water and derived a larger revenue than it is entitled to. No notice has | 
come to me intimating that the subject matter of dispute should be referred {| 
to arbitration. I have heard in casual conversation that some of the members | 
were willing to submit it toa settlement in that way; but I have had no | 
formal notice to that effect. I have the conduct of the bill under the resolu- | 
tion passed by the board. That contains my instructions. I think the date 
is the beginning of this month. I remember the agreement come to by the 
gentlemen you name. I believe it was a sort of giving way to meet an emer- 
gency. I found myself in this position: that, though they had come to that 
agreement, I could not act under it. The agreement was signed and entered 
into after the Dewsbury and Heckmondwike gentlemen had had a conference 
with Mr. Lloyd; and he told them if the bill did not pass they would be per- 
sonally liable. This agreement was signed by the six gentlemen who con- 
stitute the committee of management of the water-works, and who go out on 
Tuesday. They are the acting committee until next Tuesday. 1 did not 
think there was any weight to be attached to this agreement, and I stated 
distinctly that that would be subject to being confirmed. I thought that no 
weight was to be attached to it unless it had passed the three boards. I felt 
bound to furnish my opponent with all information, and so sent a copy to 
Mr. Marriott, who represents Batley. I could not legally adopt it myself | 
unless it was intended to be submitted next Tuesday. ‘he moment there is | 
a public meeting called, they all protest against it, aud telegraph to me. 

The CuarrMAN intimated that he and his colleagues were unfavourable to 











| the prosecution of this inquiry. An agreement might be entered into, but at 


present it could not be a valid document. They thought Mr. Loch’s position 
was not to be maintained. 

Mr. Locu said he would not press this beyond what was respectful to the 
committee, but the subject of his argument would be that the clauses of the 
Act of Parliament to which reference was made did not limit the action of | 
the committee at all. 

The CHarrMaN: Our conviction is, that you have done everything you || 
can. We cannot treat that agreement as a valid document. 1| 

Mr. Bateman recalled, and examined by Mr. Burke. 
I know the disputes between the different boards about tlie supply of water. 


| It is desirable that some legislation should take place to settle those disputes. 





The present Act of Parliament, it would appear, is insufficient. I have read 
the clauses proposed to be inserted, and believe they will have the effect of 
securing to each of these districts a supply in proportion to their contribu- 
tions. Arrangements may be made by which it will be impossible for any 
one of them to get more than its due proportion. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Loc: Will you please to point out which clauses | 
are likely to be useful? | 

The witness read several extracts. 

Mr. Locu: You do not regard the words, “and may sell and dispose of | 
such water as their own,”’ as essential to the due care of the water. 

Witness : It will prevent disputes. 

Mr. Locu: Are you aware that the Batley board is as anxious as the other 
boards that those clauses should be put in > 

Witness: I think that is not a proper question. 

Mr. Locu did not press the question. 

Mr. Burke said that this was the case for the promoters. 
Mr. Locu, in reply to the chairman, said he was not going to call any 
witnesses. . | 
The CuarrMan said that the evidence on the other side was so clear that 
the committee must confirm the necessity of the clauses. They thought that 

Mr. Loch had very ably conducted a most unworthy case. 

Mr. Locu said in that case he would call witnesses. 

The CHatrrmMan: We think you have done more than enough for the 
people of Batley. You have said you were not going to call witnesses. 
Mr. Locu: [ could not conceive that an imputation of that kind would be 
thrown out. | 

The CHarrMan: We think that sucha case ought never to have been 
brought before the House at all. 

Mr. Locu: That imputation having been thrown out, I am bound by my 
duty to my clients to tender evidence to show that these things are not true. | 
I cannot permit my clients to leave this room under such an imputation. i 

The CuarrMan: You have had the advantage of cross-examining the 
witnesses, 

Mr. Locu: No; I was interrupted. | 

The CHarrman: You have had the opportunity of cross-examining, and | 
you have done everything in your power. 

Mr. Locu : I say that these things are unfounded in point of fact. 

Mr. WALKER: The figures have been supplied. 

The CHAIRMAN said the committee would take the responsibility of dis- 
missing the petition. 

The clauses were then confirmed, and the bill passed. The most important 
clauses were the one repealing certain provisions of the Act of 1856, and the || 
two following ones: —**The Dewsbury board shall be entitled to three-sixths 
of all the water collected by the words of the united boards, and available for 
the supply of the three districts, or any of them, and the Batley board shall 
be entitled to two-sixths of such water, and the Heckmondwike board shall 
be entitled to the remaining one-sixth of such water; and the united boards 
shall construct and maintain all such gauges and apparatus within the powers 
of the Acts of 1856 and 1861, as may be necessary for measuring and dividing 
such water, and for supplying the respective proportions thereof to which the 
said local boards are respectively entitled into the service reservoirs separately 
appropriated for and used by the said local boards respectively.” 

“Each of the three local boards shall at their own expense construct and 
maintain the gauges and apparatus necessary for distributing the water con- 
veyed to theasaid reservoirs within their respective districts for distribution, 
and may sell and dispose of euch water as their own, but subject to the pro- 
visions of the recited Acts and this Act.” 
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(Before Mr. Jackson, Chairman; Mr, Wecve.in, Sir Hepwortn WIL- 
LIAMSON, and Mr. Watprcrave LEsutr.) 
EXETER (NO. I.) GAS BILL, 
Monpay, Marci 27. 

Mr. Jonnson, Q.C., and Mr. Ricuarps appeared for the promoters 5 
Mr. O’Matiey, Q.C., and Mr. C. Turner for the consumers ; and Mr- 
Gates for the Exeter Improvement Commissioners, petitioners against 
the bill. 

This was a bill to repeal and consolidate the Acts relating to the Exeter 
Gaslight and Coke Company, and the Exeter Commercial Gaslight and Coke 
Company, and to confer further powers on the Exeter Gaslight and Coke 
Company, and for other purposes. 

The following is the report of the referees on the petition of the Exeter 
Improvement Commissioners and of the inhabitants of Exeter :— 





and Coke Company, and for other purposes. 2 

A petition was presented on behalf of the inhabitants of the city of Exeter, who 
thereby complained that during the period of the incorporation of the company, or 
part of the same, the gas supplied was inferior in quality, insufficient in quantity, 
and high in price. 

It was proved by many witnesses that, up to a period of six or seven months ago, 
many and well-grounded complaints have been made as to the quality of gas sup- 
plied by the promoters, but that within the latter period a marked improvement has 
taken place. , 

Within tat period several analyses of the illuminating power of the gas supplied 
have been made. 
j 1. By Mr. Anderson (a witness produced by the petitioners), on the 3rd, 6th, L0th, 

and Lith of January last, by which analyses the minimum illuminating power ap- 
peared to be equal to 9°69 sperm candles, and the maximum equal to 13°06 sperm 
candles, 

2. By Mr. Philips (a witness produced by the promoters), in the months of Sep- 
tember, October, December, January, and February last, vy which the minimum 
| illuminating power appeared to be equal to 13°92, and the maximum to 15°5 sperm 

candles, 
3. By Dr. Letheby, on the 24th and 25th of February last, by which the minimum 
; illuminating power appeared to be equal to 14°37, and the maximum equal to 15°12 
sperm candles. 

The quantity of sulphur found upon those analyses varied much (from 4 to 19 
grains per 100 feet), but the largest amount has been within the amount allowed by 
the Consolidated (Metropolis?) Gas Acts. 

As regards the quantity supplied, experiments were made on the 10th, 11th, and 
12th of November, and the Ist, 7th, and 8th of December, 1863, to ascertain the 
quantity supplied to the public lamps of Exeter. 

By the contract under which the company has undertaken to supply the public 
lamps, it is provided that the flame of the lamps shail be of a given size therein 
specified, and the experiment was made by comparing a brass plate cut to the size 
j and form specified in the contract with the flame of the lamps. 

This mode of testing is liable to some error, but the referees are of opinion that, 
upon the whole, the conclusions arrived at by the persons who made the experiments 
are substantially correct. 

The results of the experiments were as follows :— 

Of 563 lamps experimented upon, the flames of 147 lamps were of full contract size, 
|| that of 186 lamps of three-fourths the contract size, that of 9 lamps of two-thirds the 
|| contract size, that of 115 lamps of one-half the contract size, and that of 4 lamps of 
one-fourth the contract size. 

It was also abundantly proved that the supply of gas has been insufficient to supply 
stoves by day, or to afford a sufficient supply to manufacturing establishments which 
require to be lighted throughout the nigit. 

The price charged to private consumers has lately been reduced to 4s. per 1000 
feet, neter-rent being included in this charge. 
| The cost of coals has been returned by the company at 16s. 2d. per ton for the 

year 1863. Micuae. D, Hassagp, Chairman. 


Mr. JoHNSON said he would first give the committee an outline of the 
history of the company on whose behalf he appeared. It was originally 
established in 1816, with a capital of £12,000, which in 1836 was in- 
creased to £40,000, at which it now remained, and there was no borrowing 
power either in the first Act or in the second. In 1836, at the same date 
that the original company came for their second bill, a rival company was 
started, called the Commercial Company, ‘They started with a capital of 
£14,000, which by a subsequent Act—viz., that of 1838—was increased by 
£22,000 additional, making together £36,000. Fora short while after they 
had put their works in operation there was an active competition, which 
resulted, in the usual way, by this new company being absorbed by the 
|| original one, so that the original company now represented both companies. 

The CHarrMAN: Was that by Act of Parliament? 

Mr. Jounson: It was not; and, in point of fact, one of the objects of the 
bill was to get parliamentary sanction for that which was done practically 
in 1839. The purchase-money was £17,530, of which £4800 was paid in 
cash, and the residue in shares; and no doubt there was a loss to the rival 
gy | in the three years they had been at work of some £5000 or £6000. 

e CHAIRMAN: How much of the £36,000 of the capital of the Com- 
mercial Company was called up when the amalgamation took place ? 

Mr. Jounson: I am told about £22,000, but I do not know the exact 
figures. 

The CuarrMAN: We ought to know that. 

Mr. Jounson: There was actually paid in shares or cash £17,530, and 
the actual loss was £5000 or £6000, therefore that would make about 
£23,000; and upon that transfer there was a demise from the new company 
| to the old company for 1000 years of the premises they had used. 

The CHAIRMAN: Must the committee understand that the Commercial 








Company called up about £23,000 and sold for £17,500, and therefore the | 
| allowed by the Gas Act, and the illuminating power was 15°12 sperm can- 
| dles maximum, and 14 minimum. The report said, ‘‘it was also abundantly | 
| proved that the supply of gas has been insufficient,” &c. 


new concern wound up with a loss of between £5000 and £6000? 

Mr, Jonnson : That is what I understand. 

An Hon. Memper: They sold their concern for £17,530 ? 

Mr, Jounson: Yes. 

Mr. O’Mautry: My friend will prove that, I suppose. 

The CHatrman: Yes; this is his mere statement. Was the balance not 
| called up by the Commercial ever called up by the original company? 
Mr. JouHnson: Never, I believe. That, he said, was the history up to 
|| the transfer in 1839. Since then, the existing company had carried on the 
works of both companies. Their works were originally at a place called Exe 
jIsland. The works of the Commercial or rival company were at the canal 
basin; and subsequently they had been carried on at both places by the ex- 
isting company. From time to time they had expended considerable sums 
of money. They had kept pace with the times—nay, they had been rather 
in advance of the times, for he believed they would find that some of the 
er ag inventions now known in the science were discoveries made at 

xeter; and all the best means and appliances were adopted for carrying on 
this business in the most advantageous manner, not only to the company, 
but to the consumers. In 1852 they had expended considerable sums for 
a new gasholder, purchasing lands for extensions, &c., amounting to 
£11,095. 10s. 

The CuairMAN: Out of the profits ? 


Mr. Jounson: Yes. The whole of the capital was called up. [The 
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learned counsel then read the amounts expended each year on various im- 
provements, amounting to £11,095. 10s.] The object of the bill was to ob- 
tain parliamentary sanction for the capitalization of £10,000; but at the 
same time, they did not seek to get a large dividend, but were content to 
raise that money upon a fixed preferential dividend of 5 per cent. 

The Cuarrman: Let the committee understand distinctly. The income 
has been large enough to afford the dividend allowed by Act of Parliament ? 

Mr. Jounson: No, sir; not nearly, They had never paid a higher 
dividend, on the average, than 8 per cent. Of course it had been a fluctuating 
dividend, according to circumstances. 

An Hox. Memner: What was the last dividend ? 

Mr. Jounson: Exactly 8 per cent. 

The Cuairman: Give us the maximum and the minimum. 

Mr. Jounson: The maximum was 12 per cent., in 1844, and the mini- 
mum, 14 per cent., in 1838. The next thing was with regard to price. 
That had been gradually reduced, unless in exceptional times, and at pre- 
sent it was 4s. In consequence of the high rates of freight during the | 
Crimean war, in 1854, it was 6s. In 1856 it was reduced to 5s. 6d.; in | 
1862, to 4s. 6d.; and in 1864, it was 4s, 

An Hon. Member: What in 1841? | 

Mr. Jounson: It was 9s. 6d. 

The CuarnMan : It is an average of about 5s. ¢] 

Mr. Jounson: That would be a good average. There was storeage | 
capacity for 200,000 cubic feet, in 9 gasholders, and the annual consump- | 
tion had latterly increased largely. In 1837, less than 14 million cubic feet |! 
were consumed, and in 1864, there were 74 millions, The largest quantity '| 
made in twenty-four hours during last year was 375,000 cubic feet. There | 
were twenty-six or twenty-seven miles of mains; and there was no doubt | 
that the capacity of this company was abundantly sufiicient for the supply || 
of gas to the whole neighbourhood. Long previous to any threatened rivalry |! 
they were contemplating the construction of some new retorts, a new gas- | 
holder, a new exhauster, and in point of fact, to apply all those further im- 
provements which they thought the public had a right to demand at their 
hands. In dealing with the cost of gas, it ought to be borne in mind that! 
there were few places more disadvantageously situated than Exeter for the | 
supply of coul; and yet they had always had a high illuminating power. | 
The amount he had stated as actually expended on new works, extensions, 
and improvements, from time to time, did not represent at all the amount} 
which the company had from the same sources, but which had been applied | 
in a different mode. They had invested in Consols a sum amounting to | 
£5640. 8s. 2d., a balance, in fact, of profit which they had not divided | 
amongst {themselves increasing their rate of dividend, but had put by as a} 
reserve-fund. | 

The Cuarrnman: Plus the £11,000 ? 

Mr. Jounson: Plus the £11,095. 10s. They had also uninvested money | 
in hand, £5161. 5s. 5d. ; that was the balance of profit at the close of 1864. | 
The three sums, £11,095. 103.; £5640. 8s. 2d.; and the £5161. 5s. 5d., to- | 
gether, made the sum of £21,907. 3s. 7d., the whole of which the company 
might have divided amongst their shareholders. They sought to capitalize 
£10,000 at a preferential dividend of 5 per cent. ; and the residue, that was 
the £5640 and the £5161, they proposed to deal with in this way: they 
were content at once to allow this sum to be in the place of a reserve-fund, | 
so that in future years, if their dividend should not be realized, they could | 
fall back to the necessary extent upon it, thereby conferring a beneiit upon 
the consumers, because the price of gas would be cheapened. 

— Cuatnman: What would be the gross amount of capital if the bill} 
passed fF | 

Mr. Jounson : £70,000. | 

The Cuarrman: £70,000 gross, and £10,000 odd reserve-fund > | 

Mr. Jounson : I believe you are right; at all events in the principle, if) | 
not in the exact figures. 

An Hon. Mremper: What is the population of Exeter ? 

Mr. Jounson : The census of 1851 showed a population in Exeter and the 
district to be supplied with gas of 40,688; and at the next census it was 
41,749, showing an increase of only about a thousand. In 1855, 45,972,000 | | 
cubic feet of gas were consumed ; in 1864 upwards of 73,000,000. They sup-| | 
plied gas to all the parliamentary borough. At the works at the Island | | 
they had 17 retorts, 4 gasholders, with a capacity of 140,000 cubic feet, | | 
and there was ample room for enlargement or increase toany extent. There | | 
had been no indisposition to extend the mains wherever it was thought desir- | | 
able, or where lights had been required. The learned counsel then dealt | 
with certain points in the report of the referees. He admitted that in such 
a severe winter as that of 1863 it might have been difficult to supply gas at | 
the highest illuminating power to the low districts, and that there might be 
instances in which they would find that reflections had been made against 
them ; no gas company was free from such things. But he said that not only | 
was their gas of a very high order, but it was capable of extension to any 
degree, and was sufficient without the introduction of a new company. In 
January the minimum illuminating power was 13°92, the maximum 15°5 
candles; andin the month of February it was 14°37 minimum, and 15°12 
maximum sperm candles. That was when Dr. Letheby tested it. 

The CuHarrMAN : I suppose that they knew Dr. Letheby was coming. 

Mr, Jounson : I cannot tell you; but I hear exclamations of ‘* No, no!” 

Mr. O’Matiey: They did not know the hour he was coming, but they did 
invite him to come. 

Mr. Jounson went on to observe that the sulphur was within the amount 

















He contended 
that the use of the preterite tense limited the reference of that to the period 
of times when those experiments were made. It very likely was the case 
that there had been an insufficient supply to some stores at a very low level. | 
But that would be entirely remedied by what they proposed, viz., to make 
another gasholder at a lower level. The complaints were confined to a by-| 
gone time. The price to consumers had been reduced to 4s., meter-rent | 
being included. That was as moderate a charge as could be expected in a} 
place like Exeter, not advantageously situated for the supply of coal, the | 
price of which in 1863 was 16s. 2d. per ton. There were two petitions 
against the bill, the first from the Improvement Commissioners of Exeter, 
and the other from the gas consumers. Most of the points in these petitions 
would probably come up at the discussion of clauses; but he would remark 
now, that looking at the proposed bill of the consumers, it appeared they 
were not in a more favourable position than the existing company. The 
following figures showed this proposed maximum charge per 1000 cubic feet: 
—present company, 4s. 6d.; new company, 5s. Illuminating power :—pre- 
sent. company, 14 candles; new company, 13. Public lamps :—the present 
company charged what was equivalent to £3 per annum, or 3s. per 1000; 
whereas the new company only undertook to supply the public lamps at the 
lowest rate at which they would supply the consumers. So that, according | 
: { 
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to their own bill, they did not commend themselves so much to the House of 
Commons as the older company, who were prepared to supply at a lower rate, 
and were able to do it effectively. Having said this he would now proceed 
to call witnesses in support of the preamble of the bill. 

Mr. Richard Williams, examined by Mr. Ricnanrps. 

I am the manager of the Exeter Gas-Works. The Exeter Gaslight and 
Coke Company was incorporated in 1816, with a capital of £12,000. In 1836 
the company was authorized to raise an additional capital of £28,000, to 
be divided into shares of £25 each, and the limits of the Act were extended 
to adjacent parishes. In the same year a company called the Exeter Com- 
mercial Gaslight and Coke Company was established, authorized to raise a 
share capital of £10,000. In 1839 the two companies combined, and we ate 
up the Commercial. It was notorious that we bought them out at a sum 
considerably less than what it cost them to establish themselves. We have 
expended the whole £45,000, inclusive of the works of the Commercial Com- 
pany, and out of our profits we have expended £11,095. With reference to 
the accumulated profits, our Act of 1888 is independent of the Gas Clauses 
Act. We might have divided the accumulated profits amongst the share- 
holders. In addition to the £11,095, we have accumulated a certain amount 
of reserve-fund, which is invested in Consols. The figures are £6132. 17s. 3d. 
That is the sum which we propose now to make the nucleus of a reserve-fund. 
The demand for gas in Exeter is gradually increasing. We require power to 
raise more money. We propose to incorporate the Gas Clauses Act. I have 
been connected with the company since 1829. The present price of gas, in- 
cluding meter rent, is 4s. per 1000. The date of our last reduction is Midsum- 
mer last, when we reduced it from 4s. 6d. to4s. We propose in the bill to have 
4s, 6d. as the maximum, We may require some £6000 or £8000 at once, for 
the erection of a gasholder and for long mains for the better supply of some 
of the low levels in St. Thomas’s, The levels vary considerably in Exeter. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the committee could not hear evidence on that 
= One of the Standing Orders was that no further evidence should 

e taken by a committee to prove or disprove any facts reported by the 
referees. 

Mr. Ricwarps said the referees had reported a want of pressure. His 
object was to show that that could be easily rectified. 

Examination continued: The highest level would be from 350 to 380 feet 
above the level of our works. 

By the Cuarrman: There are some large mills supplied 5 or 6 feet below 
the level of our works. 

Cross-examined by Mr. O’MatLey: From £6000 to £8000 would be suf- 
ficient for our present necessities. We are asking to raise an additional 
£20,000, and to capitalize £10,000 more, which has been already expended. 
The £5000 to be added to the reserve-fund had been gradually accumulating. 
We diminished instead of adding to the balance of protits in 1864. ‘The last 
amount added to the reserve-fund was in Midsummer, 1863—£223. We 
have had no bonuses. [Witness handed in a paper containing an account of 
the dividends and other matters.] We never supplied gas at 2s. 6d. The 
lowest price we ever charged is our present price of 4s. After the amalga- 
mation we raised it to 8s. 6d., and in 1841 it was advanced to 93. 6d. In 
1844 it was reduced to 8s. 6d. It was reduced to 4s. 6d. at Midsummer, 
1862. Some of the mains have been down since the first establishment of 
the works. A great many have been put down very recently. Our produc- 
tion last year was 73 millions, and about 60 or 61 millions were consumed. 
The public lamps are lighted for nearly ten hours a night, on the average, 
the number of hours for the year being 3574. In January the average was 
14 hours 30 minutes. We begin to light about a quarter of an hour before 
sunset, and begin to put out two hours before sunrise. 

By the Commirrrr: In July the average was 6 hours 20 minutes. 

By Mr. O’Matiry: There was a talk in 1851 about a newcompany. We 
reduced the price to 5s. from 6s. It has not been raised since except during 
the Crimean war, when it was advanced to Gs. We did not raise it in 1850. 
We gave up the meter-rent in 1851. 

By Mr. Gates: The Exeter Improvement Commissioners are our largest 
consumers. We have an experimental meter on our works at present, but 
not at both. The mains are united, so that one portion of the town is not 
lighted by a different set from another. The experimental meter is on our 





original works. The mains unite at the bridge that goes over the Exec. We 
have never had any application from any one to inspect the meter. We 


have only had one letter of complaint from the commissioners in which the 
quality was mentioned. ‘There has been a complaint about the quantity 
supplied to the lamps. There was no real cause for the complaint. ‘That is 
what we always said. I remember only one instance of a person connected 
with the commissioners looking at the meter. It is under the same roof as 
the office. The clause in the Act says it shall be placed in the most con- 
venient spot. Near the office is convenient now, but a more convenient 
place may be found. 

Re-examined by Mr. Richarps: It is convenient to everybody. If an 
application had been made by any one to see the meter it would have come 
through me. I should certainly not have objected at any time to them 
testing it. The letter of complaint about the quality was in 1863. The 
principal objection about quantity was that lamps had been found out fre- 
quently. The per centage of lamps found out is half per cent. That in- 
cludes all weathers. The two sets of works are worked completely together. 
It is most convenient for the experimental meter to be on the new works, 
We have no objection at all to have one on the new works. We raised our 
price in 1839, when the competition was put an end to. It was a pretty 
active competition. We were obliged by it to reduce our price. Just before 
the combination took place, we managed to pay 1} per cent. 

By the Cuarrman: We use Newcastle coal and Wigan cannel. The coal 
cost 16s, 10d. a ton last year, and the cannel, 263. 3d. It was brought by 
ship from Liverpool, and up the Exe. The directors consulted Mr. Barlow, 
in 1864, about the use of cannel, and immediately ordered it upon his ad- 
vice. It arrived in March, and since then we have used it. 

Mr. Henry Hooper, examined by Mr. Ricuarps. 

Iam deputy-mayor of Exeter, and a magistrate. For 20 years I was a 
member of the Improvement Commissioners. I have carried on business as 
a builder, I was a shareholder in the Commercial Company, and one of its 
original promoters. I was once in favour of gas competition in Exeter, but 
have changed my opinion. The double breaking up of the streets led to 
very serious inconvenience. I think it would be perfectly unnecessary for 
anything of the sort taking place again. Iam nota shareholder in either 
company, and am here simply to give my honest.opinion. 

The witness was not cross-examined, 

Thos. G. Barlow, Esq., examined by Mr. Ricwarps. 

T have had as large experience in gas questions as any man. I know the 
city of Exeter, and have been consulted from time to time by the Exeter 
Company. I was first consulted in January of last year. It was on 
some general matters connected with their affairs. It is certainly very. un- 
desirable that there should be two gas companies competing one against 











the other in a place like Exeter. I am familiar with the Metropolis Gas Act, 
That was passed to put an end to competition. 

By the CuarrMAN: Most decidedly I am of opinion that in the interest of 
the public one gas company is better than two for Exeter. 

By Mr. Ricuarps: I think the £20,000 of new capital they ask for is 
a reasonable amount. 

The CHatrMAN: Do they take any borrowing powers? 

Mr. Ricuarps: Yes; we take £20,000 capital, and borrowing powers of 
£7500. Iam informed that no objection is raised on that point ; £17,000 
was put in, and an authority in another place took off more than half. 

The witness was not cross-examined. 


Mr. George Henderson, examined by Mr. RicHarps. 


Iam the secretary and manager to the Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas~ 
Works, and have been so for 20 years. Iam acquainted with Exeter and it§ 
gas-works. We have had experience of competing companies at Plymouth, 
It ended in one company supplying the whole town. I do not think it would 
be to the interest of the consumers ultimately that there should be competing 
bodies in Exeter. The present works are very well situated. 

By the Cuarrman: The population of Plymouth is 80,000; the cost of 
coal averages from 15s. to 16s. We have about. 20 consumers who would 
take nearly one-half of the whole consumption at Exeter. 

Cross-examined by Mr. O’Matiey: The old company were charging 9s, 
At the time we commenced operations they reduced from 9s. to 4s. 

By the Cuarrman: That does not include meters, We have 37 miles of 
mains. 

This was the case for the promoters. 

Mr. O’ Matxey said he appeared for about 1350 gas consumers of the city 
of Exeter, who petitioned against the bill, and also in support of the other 
company. ‘There was no doubt that the 1350 gentlemen did strongly object | 
to the existing company, and they strongly expressed their opinion that the 
wants of Exeter should be supplied by a new company; and, independently 
of that petition presented against the existing company’s bill, there was a 
petition of 2000 gas consumers of Exeter in favour of the bill which he had 
the honour to represent. He quite admitted that if a company had been 
established in any given town, and, during the time of its monopoly, had | 
duly, faithfully, and honourably fulfilled its duties, the circumstances | 
ought to be very special that would induce Parliament to interfere with that 
monopoly. But, on the other hand, a company that obtained an Act of Parlia- | 
ment became invested with parliamentary powers, upon the faith thatitwould | 
fulfil its part of the trust, and properly supply the inhabitants with gas. It | 
founded its monopoly on the principle that it was able to supply all the re- | 
quirements of the place, and that it would well and faithfully supply them; | 
and the only real means by which the consumers of gas could obtain redress | 
for themselves was by setting on foot another company. ‘The existing com- || 
pany, it was maintained, had ample capital ; even now, after so many years | 
of operation, they did not say that they wanted more than £5000 or £6000 
for their works. They had been dividing of Jate years very ample dividends, | 
larger than Parliament was now in the habit of sanctioning upon any capital | 
raised for gas-works. They said that their works were fully sufficient, and 
that they had been doing all that was necessary for the supply of that dis- 
trict. If that was so—if, with an entire monopoly, with well-situated 
works, sufficient capital, and all the meaus and appliances for supplying the 
city of Exeter fully and fairly, they had fallen short in the way reported 
by the referees—then he would say if ever a company came before Parliament 
deserving that its monopoly should be destroyed it was this company. The! 
new company was incorporated in January, 1864, but it did not appear that 
that fact worked upon their minds, for it was only within the last seven or 
eight months, when they saw the thing progressing towards maturity, that! | 
they began to show how great their default was. Having shown before what | | 
they would not do, they then began to show what they could do. During 
the whole time that they were on their trial they had been subjecting them- 
selyes to many and well-grounded complaints as to the quality of their gas; 
then, in January, 1864, tests were given. Of course, they took very good 
care that it should be a satisfactory test, aud when it was found that different 
results were arrived at by the two examiners and the two testers, the sensible 
mode of reconciling them was to suppose that the company knew when their 
gas was to be tested in the one case and not in the other. In justice to the 
inhabitants of Exeter, he asked that the company which had been supplying | 
gas durivg all these years of a bad quality, and who had hot been roused into | 
any exertion to make that quality good until these parties went to the || 
expense and great inconvenience of getting up another company, should || 
meet with no indulgence from Parliament. They had forfeited their | 
right to a monopoly. Monopolics at the best were contrary to the | 
spirit of our laws, and those who were allowed to maintain them || 
ought to be well guarded, and the best example to be made for companies of 
this description was for Parliament to say that the moment they failed in 
well-doing their monopoly was gone. It was found that they had entered | 
into an arrangement by which they were to supply to the city of Exeter| 
lamps of a given size of flame. In those days they were not measured as} 








they are now, but by the size of the flame, of which there was a pattern | 
upon the contract. An examination was made upon several nights in De-| 
cember, 1863, and out of 563 lamps, there were but 147 that fulfilled the | 
terms of the contract, and that 115 were not half the contract size, while | 
186 were only three-quarters of the contract size. If that was so with public | 
lamps, what would be the case with respect to the private consumers through- || 
out Exeter? Such a thing could not be considered otherwise than as a gross | 
abuse of the powers committed to them. As to the supply of gas, it was} 
proved that it was insufficient for stoves by day, and for manufacturing esta- | 
blishments which required to be lighted through the night. If companies} 
went on neglecting their duties, and abusing their privileges in that way, | 
and were allowed to turn round when a new company was got up as the only 
way of obtaining redress, and say: ‘‘ We have behaved very badly, but now 
we are going to put ourselves under the control of the Gas Companies Act, 
and what more do you require ?”’—if that was allowed, what power of 
redress would there be? The result would be that no other companies could | 
be formed. The public would say: ‘* We will have nothing to do with this 
new company; we shall only be sent back by Parliament.’’ There would 
be an end to opposition, and companies might go on as they pleased. The 
learned pate then went into some details, comparing the financial matters 
of the existing company with those proposed by the new company, and said 
that he was instructed that they were quite prepared to fix a lower maximum 
than ds. ; 

The CuarrMaAN: The price charged now is 4s, 

Mr. O’Matiey: Their maximum is 4s. 6d. 
make ours 4s. 

The CuHarrMan: You ask for power to raise £60,000. 

Mr. O'MALLEY admitted this, and urged that their bill should be dealt 
with more favourably than that of a company which had proved false to their 
engagements. ‘The new company was promoted by persons who had a deep 
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We are quite satisfied to 
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interest in the supply to the district, and the confidence in it was so great 
that upwards of 2000 consumers of gas supported it. 


shell. It was not proposed by the new bill to give to the consumers who 
not give. 


earry out what they promise. 

The CHarrMan : That is to be proved. 

The chairman then offered, without prejudice, various suggestions for a 
compromise, of which the following are the principal :—£10,000, to be 
capitalized, with a preference dividend of 4 per cent., payable half yearly ; 
the maximum dividend on the new stock to be 74 per cent.; £10,000 of the 
new stock to be sold by auction, in lots not exceeding two shares; a clause 
to the effect that, as the present proprietors took 100 shares, 100 should be 
offered to the public—¢. ¢., that one-half of what was issued should be sold 
by auction, and any premium derived from the sale of such stock to go to 
the reserve-fund ; the minimum illuminating power to be 14 sperm candles ; 
the maximum price 4s. per 1000 to private consumers, and 3s. for the pub- 
lic lamps; the Town Council to appoint an inspector; and the costs of No. 
2 bill (that of the new company) to be ascertained by the taxing-master, 
and paid out of the reserve-fund. 

After some conversation about these suggestions, which were generally 
accepted, the committee adjourned. 








TuEsDAY, Marcu 28. 

Mr. Ricwarps raiseda question as to costs. There had been some mis- 
understanding between his learned friends, as to the,exact words of the 
chairman. 

A short discussion followed, and the room was cleared for the consultation 
jof the committee. On the public being readmitted, 


| ‘The Cuarrman said: The committee think you must agree together upon 





|the further consideration of the bill till Friday. 
| Mr. Gares said that the Improvement Commissioners were still not 
|satisfied about the clause which gave the Town Council power to appoint a 
|person to inspect, because the Town Council only met once a month. Their 
gas might be bad, and there would be no means of testing for a long time. 
| They wanted a clause to the effect that on complaint made to two justices by 
a certain number of consumers, the justices should appoint some competent 
persons to go and inspect. 
Mr. Ricuarps contended that the clause was very reasonable as it stood. 
Further discussion was adjourned. 





Fripay, Marcu 31. 
The amended clauses were agrecd to without discussion, and the bill was 
| passed, 


| 


PRESTON GAS BILL 
TuespDAy, Marca 28. 

Mr. Burke, Q.C., Mr. Davipson, and Mr. AncutBap, were for the pro- 
moters; the Hon. Mr. Lippert and Mr. Ricuanps for the corporation of 
Preston; the Hon. Mr. Bourke and Mr. TitomAs for the Local Board of 
Fulwood, petitioners against the bill. 

The following is the report of the referees on the petitions of— 

1, The Fulwood Local Board of Health. 
2. The Corporation of Preston. 

This is a bill to reconstitute the Preston Gas Company. 

By the petition of the mayor, aldermen, and burgesses 
it was complained that the gas at present supplicd is inferior in quality and quan- 
tity ; that the means of testing the purity of ihe gas required alteration; that the 
price is too high; and that there is a needless expenditure in the manufacture and 
distribution of the gas, 

The General Board of Health of the district of Fulwood, by their petition, com- 
plained that the price of gas in their district is too high. 

_ They 1oters and the several petitioners agreed to the following statement of 
| facts with regard to the foregoing petitions. 


of the borough of Preston, 






























| Questions for Court of Referees, with Answers thereto, agreed upon between the 
Promoters of the Bill on the one hand, and the Corporation of Preston, who are 
etitioners against the Bill, on the otier hand: 
QUESTION. ANSWER AGREED, 
1. Quality of the gasat pre- 1. From 18! to 19 sperm candles. 
sent supplied? 
























Present charge in Fulwood Park, 

5s. per 1000 feet, less the fol- 

lowing discounts :— 
On annual consumption not ex- 

ceeding 200,000 feet. . . . WW .. 4 6 
Not exceeding 2 million ditto. . 15 .. 4 3 
Above 2 millionfeet. . . . . 20 .. 4 0 
ong te eee 
The average price of the whole 

consuniption is 43°47, 


4. Pressure ? 4. Sufficient. 





The CuarRMAN said the case appeared to the committee to be in a nut- 
were not shareholders any advantages which the existing company would | 


Mr. O’Mattry: We propose to give them a company that will honestly 
i | 


jthis matter. You must settle it out of the room; and therefore we postpone 





| building a number of mills and houses. Between 1863 and 1864 the con-| 


|2. Existing supply? 2. Sufficient. 
13. Its price? 3. On the Ist of March, 1865, the price of gas within 
| the borough was reduced to gross charge 4s. 2d. 
per 1000 cubic feet, less discount for payment | 
within 21 days, as follows :— Per Net 
On an annual consumption not ex- Cent. Charge. 
ceeding 200,00) feet . . . . 1 .. 38.9d. 
| Ditto 2 million ditto . . . . . 15 .. 3 6§ 
| Above 2million ditto. . . . . 20 .. 3 4 
| These charges are now in force 
within the bor rhe 
, } _ . tc 
gross charg out-dis- 
| tricts is, uses, 10d. 
| per 1090 eubie feet higher, 
| being in the case of Fulwood, 
as follows, viz.: Previous to 
the ist of March, 1865, Park, 
5s. 74d. per 1000 feet, less the 
following discounts :— Per Net 
On an annua! consumption not ex- Cent. Price. 
ceeding 100,000 feet. . . . 10 ., 5s, 08d. 
Ditto 150,000 ditto . . . . . WU 1. 4 OF 
Ditto 200,000 ditto . . . . . 20 .. 4 6 
Ditto 2 million ditto. . . . . 25 ., 4 2 
Ditto above 2 million ditto. . . 30 .. 311} 
Barracks -— « &F 





| diting the accounts, illuminating power, and the appointment of inspectors, 


| crease would go on as before 1861. The corporation, who appeared against 


5. Statement of the cost of producing 121,551,000 cubic 
feet of gas sold in the year ending the 30th of 
November, 1864: — & P.1000Ft. 4d. 


5. Cost of production ? 


ee a . 17°27 
Less residual products . . 3,517... .. .. 6°94 
£5,233 .. .. 10°33 


Retorts, fire-bricks, brick- 
laying, manufacturing 
expenses, repairs, pipes, 
and general mechanics, >3,596 .. .. .. 7°10 
and iron-work, general | 
expenditure, &c., and | 
lime and purifying ae ° 

Alteration of apparatus, &c. 969 .. 1°91 

Rates, taxes, and manage- 
meme . wt cle t AS .. OH... OB 





to | 
o 
1 
a 


£13,044 .. 
But, in addition to the above, 
the company claim to in- 
clude the following items 
in the cost of produc- 
tion :— 
Repairsofmeters . . . 
Depreciation—2 per cent. on 
£143,306 . . . . . «2,866 ., 5°66 
Less alterations, &c., 1°91; 
and repairs of meters, 
*8o . 


434... .. «- °89 


2 
~ 
to 
eal 
Qo 


Interest on £16,467 loans, 
at 4 per cent. a 659 .. .. .. 1°30 
Dividend on capitalinvested, 
which (at 10 per cent. on 
£117,000, the capital on 
the 30th of November, } 
1964),38 « 0 «© « o BA,70B ... 2c oo BR) 





G. Modes of testing illu- 6. Satisfactory. 
minating power and ‘ 
purity ! 

Mr. ArcutBaxp said this was a bill to reconstitute the Preston Gas Com” 
pany with extended powers, to authorize them to raise further moneys, and 
for other purposes. The company was one of the oldest provincial com- 
panies, having been formed in 1815, and the original capital was £2000. | 
In 1817 it was increased to £11,000, and in 1839 it was £30,000, in 1500 | 
shares of £20 each. In that year they applied to Parliament for the first 

| 


Micuaet D. Hassanp, Chairman. 


time, and obtained an Act which enabled them to proceed with lighting the 
borough of Preston, and some neighbouring townships; the capital to be 
£60,000, with borrowing powers of £10,000, and no limit was fixed to the 
dividend. The original works of the company are now known as the Glover | 
Street works. In 1840 they purchased other works, which were now used 
chiefly for storeage. In 1845 they purchased property in Upper Walker | 
Street, and some works had been erected upon it. In 1841 the quantity of || 
gas produced was over 39 million feet, and in 1851 it was imore than 78 | | 
million. In 1853 they obtained their second Act of Parliament, by which if 
the former Act was repealed, and the company empowered to extend to || 
Ashton, Ingol, and Cottam, and Fulwood. Under that Act the Gas-Works | | 
Clauses Act was incorporated, and the company came under its obligations 
with regard to dividend and price. The capital conceded by that Act || 
was £60.000 additional, in 3000 shares, making the gross capital £120,000, | 
and the borrowing powers £30,000. ‘The illuminating power was fixed at 
12 wax candles. They were also required to get an experimenting meter, | 
and the price of gas was fixed at 4s. 94d.-per 1000 feet, subject to certain || 
discounts within the borough, the price not being fixed for beyond the | 
borough. One auditor was to be appointed by the company and another by 
the Local Board of Health. The corporation appeared on the application | 
for that bill, and many of those clauses, with regard to public lamps, au- 











were propused by them and assented to; so that everything required to be 
done was done by the company. Before 1853, when they obtained this Act, | 
they had voluntarily been making progressive reductions in the price of gas. | 
The first two years they paid no dividends; between 1817 and 1829, 6 per} 
cent.; to 1842, 74 per cent.: in 1842, 83 per cent.; and from 1843 to 1882, | 
10 per cent. Since then they had paid practically 10 per cent. They had | 
made up the 10 per cent. by taking considerable sums from the reserved 
fund. On the lst of December, 1864, the whole of the capital was called up, 
and there was due on loans £16,466. | 
The Cuarrman: They had power to borrow £30,000. Had they done so? | 
Mr. ArcurpaLp: No. They had expended more than £143,000, so that 
they had been appropriating considerable sums out of the revenue towards | 
the enlargement and extension of their works, without exercising their full 
borrowing powers. If they had not done so they would have been a very in-| 
adequate means of keeping pace with the requirements now put upon them. || 
Their operations had increased very much indeed since the Act of 1883. || 
In 1861 the total consumption of gas was over 169 millions. Up to that 
date the consumption was rapidly increasing; and, but for the calamitous 
circumstances of the cotton famine, no doubt the company would have been | 
under the necessity of coming to Parliament a year or two earlier than now. 
Between 1861 and 1863 the consumption had fallen down to 127 millions; 
but now purties were preparing for a return of prosperity to Preston by 





sumption had risen, and there was every reason to suppose that the in-| 


the bill, had shown their anticipations of returning prosperity by erecting 
a handsome town-hall, purchasing property, and in other ways. There 
were two new iron ship-building yards, and the North of England Railway 
Waggon Company, with a capital of £100,000, had established its works at 
Preston. Of course these two concerns would require a large quantity of 
gas, and the works of the company were not more than adequte for the | 
existing supply. ‘They came now to ask for additional capital of £180,000, | 
and to extend their borrowing powers to £45,000. This would make their | 
capital £300,000. To justify that he would say that if the increase went on 
proportionately to what it had done before 1861, the daily consumption of 
gas in 1880 would be 4 million feet. The company had provided the corpo-| 
ration with gas for the public lamps at the lowest price they charged to any 
consumer, and not at a fixed price, the corporation keeping the lamps in order | 
and being at the expense of them; and they had worked together very harmo- | 
niously under an agreement. The one ground of the corporation's appear- 
ance now was to secure a reduction of price. The learned counsel then went 
throngh the petition of the corporation, commenting upon its paragraphs. | 
He was at a loss, he continued, to understand why the corporation appeared 
there after having agreed to the price of 4s. 2d., as they were satisfied in 
October, according to what:he.had read. He believed the committee am 
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be inclined to say that the company had kept faith with them, that their 
affairs had been conducted judiciously, and that they were now entitled to 
the favourable consideration of Parliament. The only other petition was 
from the Local Board of Health of Fulwood. In that place there were bar- 
racks, at present supplied with gas, and there was also a small number of 
buildings. The greater proportion of the place was so situated that it would 
not really pay at present to extend their supply of gas toevery part of Ful- 
wood, ‘Sheamount of the local board's objections against the company was 
that the high price charged for gas prevented them lighting with public 
lamps. They did not raise any question about the cost of production. The 


the borough. They asked to be put upon the same footing as Preston, al- 
though they were living in a thinly populated township, in which, with the 
exception of the barracks, there was nothing that would remunerate the 
company for supplying them at the same rate. It would be for the com- 
mittee to say whether that was a reasonable request, and whether the people 
of Preston were to be at the risk of paying an increased price, or kept out 
of the benefit of a reduction, for the sake of Fulwood having gas at the 
same price. 

Mr. Bourke said they asked that when the company had spent money in 
putting down gas-pipes in that district they should have the gas at a rea- 
sonable price. 

Mr. AncuIBaLp said that this was really a matter to be discussed in 
clauses, 

The CHAIRMAN: Do the corporation oppose the preamble ? 

Mr. Ricwarps said the case of the corporation was this:—The company 
were at present only lighting a small portion of the district within their 
limits, and if they got these extended powers the apprehension was that the 
price of gas would be increased, or, at all events, not reduced. They might 
be justified in asking for a little capital, but certainly not in asking for 
80 much. 

The CHArrMAN: Howate you going to spend the £180,000 of new capital? 

Mr. ArcurBaLp said the secretary would explain that. Of course they 
had not yet filled up their present district, because their resources did not 
enable them to do so, nor to keep pace with the actual demand in Preston. 

Mr. Bourke said that those whom he represented proposed that a radius 
of one mile and a half should be taken from the centre ot the gas-works, as 
the district to which the borough rates should apply. 

The Cuarrman: Surely the inhabitants of Fulwood‘did not expect to get 
gas at the same price as those in the borough. 

Mr. ArcuiBaLp: That would necessitate continual measuring. There 
could be no more just line for the limits than the parliamentary borough. 

The CuarrMAN: What is the price of cannel and of coal? 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: Cannel is 12s. 8d., and coal 8s. 6d., delivered into the 
yards, 

The CHArrMan said that the Imperial Gas Company only came to double 
their capital, but the Preston Company wanted to treble theirs. 

Mr. ArcuipBacp said that he had stated enough to give the committee an 
outline of the circumstances of the company, and would now proceed to call 
witnesses who would satisfy them as to the need of a very considerable 
extension being granted. 

Mr. Henry Green, examined by Mr ArcuIBALp. 

Iam engineer and manager of the Preston Gas-Works, and have been 
since February, 1861. The works are situated in Glover Street, Walker 
Street, and in Moor Lane, all within the borough. They are adequate for 
the existing supply. In 1861, the quantity of gas made was more than 
169 millions. In 1860, it was 158 millions; and in 1864, 156 millions. I 
hope that the amount in 1865 will equal that of 1861. In 1851, it was 
78 millions; in 1854, 106 millions; in 1857, 125 millions; and in 1860, 158 
millions. I have reason to expect it will go on increasing now in a greater 








ratio than that. I think so because the ship-building yards have been ex- 
tended, the waggon-works established, and nine or ten mills have been built 
since 1861; 600 or 700 houses have been built during the same period. ‘The 


| waggon-works have just commenced, and take a little gas now. ‘They have 





| building yards require a large quantity. 








a capital of £100,000. They will require a large quantity of gas. The ship- 
They have built a ship of 1000 
They build iron merchant ships. A great deal of their work 
I can only give you the dividends since 1861. They 
have been 10 per cent. The amount of the reserved fund has been reduced 
to pay the dividends. It is £5672. They have called up the whole of their 
— The last call was made on the 1st of December last year. The amount 
called up was £3000 on the whole. The rate of interest has been very high 
during the last year or so, and the company, instead of borrowing money at 
5 or 6 per cent., have taken this money, and have extended the works, in- 
tending to borrow money and pay it back. They have taken £7000 alto- 
gether from the reserved fund and revenue. 

By the Cuarrmman: The balance of the reserved fund, on the 30th of 
November, was £5672. 11s.4d. The capital owed the reserved fund, be- 
sides that, about £1700. We have 60 miles of mains. The outlet from the 
gas-works is 12 inches. We have always two gasholders on in the night. 


tons burden. 
is done by gaslight. 


The number of our retorts is 151 at Glover Street works, 252 at Walker | 
| than the borough. 


Street works, and 56 at Moor Lane. The 56 you may call 112, because 
they are double length. They are not all fixed at Moor Lane, but all are 
ready to be fixed. We have plenty of holding room at present. 

By Mr. ARcHIBALD: Our storeage capacity is adequate, but we expect 
an increased demand upon it. If we go on as we did up to 1861, it will be 
necessary to increase our works very largely. Our gasholders contain 
1,321,000 feet. ‘The maximum production daily is 1,047,000 feet. It is ne- 
cessary to have a much larger gasholding capacity than the daily con- 
sumption, in consequence of Preston being a manufacturing town. It is 
necessary to have the capacity for a day anda quarter. I have madea 
calculation of the amount of additional capital required, based upon the 
calculation of the time between 1851 and 1861. I find that in 1852 the 
capital was £767 per million; in 1861 it was £758 per million. Theincrease in 
consumption was 116 per cent. Assuming no increase from 1861 to 1865, the 
estimated production in 1880 will be 537 millions per annum—that is, sup- 

sing the consumption to go on from 1865 to 1880 as from 1851 to 1861. 

he capital required for that, at the rate of £758 per million, will be 
£457,000. I base that on the experience of past years. It would be requisite to 
lay out that amount of capital. The company supply at the present the bar- 
racks in Fulwood. They pay about £451 per year. We supply the barracks 
through an entirely separate main. There are 97 houses in Fulwood. 
The gross rental of Fulwood without the barracks is £157. Fulwood 
Park is just over the boundary. The last house in the borough is some 
distance from the boundary. We supply the barracks under a special con- 
tract from Government. Pipes are laid in pursuance of that. The local 
board has nothing to do with that. I suppose we extended our mains to 
Fulwood Park upon the request of the people of Fulwood. That would be 
before my time. There are three mills at Longridge, some foundries, and 


' gas to it. 


| trict is pretty well supplied with pipes now. 


| would have been so. 


| The population of Preston i 








actual price beyond the borough was 10d. in excess of the charges within | 


| during the whole of that year. In 1861, the sum we had spent was £128,000—| 


- : : Meet 
| all our works were in full action we should certainly require more storing | 
| power. 


they are building a great many houses there. Broughton isa village not 
very far from Fulwood; there may be mills built there at some time, to 
which it would be necessary to go with gas. Grimsarch is a place we shall 
have to go through to get to Longridge, and it would give us facilities for 
supplying Alston with Hothersall. Longridge is the most distant part we 
propose to supply. It is 4} miles from the borough boundary. Iam not 
quite sure how far it is from the works; 54 or 6 miles, perhaps. I consider 
it important to have powers to supply this district. 

By the Cuatrman: I suppose it would cost £4600 to carry the mains to 
the extent of the territory we seek to supply, after leaving Ribbleton. We 
should have to lay down five miles of main. They would be 9-inch mains, | 

By Mr. ArcniBacp: It would not be remunerative to supply Longridge | 
at present.. We agreed to reduce the price to 4s. 2d., after our meeting with | 
the corporation. They proposed a price a little higher—4s. 9}d. with the} 
discounts. Ours was a less sum. | 

By an Hon. Memper: Longridge stands very much higher than Preston. | 

By Mr. ArcurBaLp: Our present mains are fully occupied now. They) 
do the supply, buf only just. If the increase and prosperity anticipated | 
come to pass, we shall be in difficulty unless we obtain more powers. | 

Cross-examined by Mr. Rrcnarps: We want some portion of this fresh | 
capital immediately. The whole of the £7000 of borrowing powers will be 
spent probably. | 

Mr. Ricuarps: That word “ probably,” diminishes the value of the whole | 
sentence. 

Witness : We expect it will be. I think we shall expend it in 1865. I} 
am not sure what we spent last year. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Suppose I should say £7800? 

Witness: Yes. | 

Mr. Ricwarps: And the year before £5000? 

Witness : Yes. 

By the Cuatrman: £68,000 in capital was spent up to 1852—i. e., before 
coming to Parliament; and, at the end of 1861, £128,000. 

By Mr. Ricuarps: Up to November, 1860, £118,000 were spent. That 
did not produce us all the gas we wanted in 1861. We were extending, 





| 


thatis, £10,000 in the year. About £7000 were spent in extension of manufac- 
turing works. They are not productive up to the present moment. I) 
attribnte that to the cotton famine. The increase of gas during the last ten 
years has been at the rate of § per cent. per annum, compound interest. [| 
suppose that rate will goon for the next 15 years. All the capital we ask 
for and the borrowing powers will come to £375,000. The reserve-fund 
has nothing to do with capital. 

Mr. Ricuarps: I beg to say the reserved fund is applicable under certain 
circumstances to save expenditure of capital. Are you not enabled to apply 
it to make good certain contingencies which would otherwise require ex- 
penditure of capital? 

Witness: No. 

The Cuatrman: The reserved fund is for equalizing the dividend. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Primarily it is. But if you go to two justices under; 
special contingencies, you can make it available as part of the capital. 

The CHArrmMan: They must be extraordinary contingencies. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Gasholders have blown up before now. 

Cross-examination continued: We shall want a gasholder probably in 
two years time. I never heard that a storeage capacity of about three-| 
fourths of our productive power would be enough. We have in course of 
erection 112 retorts—surplus power. None of them are bronght into action. | 
Both the Glover Street and the Walker Street works were fully occupied in | 
1861. We had not as many then. Out of the productive capacity there is| 
some we have not availed ourselves of. There are 126 inhabited houses in 
Broughton. They are scattered all about the village. I have taken the|| 
number from the censes returns. There are a great many more than al} 
dozen in the village. I should not like to speak positively as to a dozen || 
and a half. There is a very rising population in Longridge. It is 1 mann-| 
facturing village. I have been there. The country round is agricultural. || 
The land society has had the land you speak of about 18 months or two years. || 

Mr. Ricuanps: Four years at the very least? 1} 

Witness: lam not sure. They have built no housesuponit. The houses || 
in Fulwood are mostly detached. iH 

By Mr. Bourke: I know the part of Fulwood we supply with gas very || 
well, I have frequently been there, and beyond. There are somefew villas | 
springing up. We already supply Fulwood Park and the barracks. The 
main pipes go up tothe barracks. The borough surveyor pays the same | 
rate as the rest of the district he lives in. I believe his house is in the bo-/| 
rough. There is a union workhouse proposed to be built in Fulwood, close | | 

| 











| 
| 


to the park. We have not gone into any calculation about the supply of| 
It will not bring in as much as the barracks. I do not know for} 
I do net know Mr. Sumner’s house. I} 
cannot tell whether it is in Fulwood Park or not. I do not know Mr. Sum- |} 
ner, nor auything about him. One church is being built now. That dis-| 
In Fulwood there is no maxi-| 
mum fixed, norany proposed. They pay at present 10d. per 1000 feet higher | 
That is about 20 per cent. more. } 

Re-examined by Mr. AncuiaLp: On the road to Fulwood Park there is| 
an estate that cannot be built upon. But for the cotton famine the pro-| 
bability is that the whole of the capital which I said was not productive | 
I believe ull our works would have been so. Directly | 
we advance beyond the consumption of 1861 we shall require all we have | 
now, and something further. It will require an outlay to bring the retorts 
into action. We also require an outlay upon the purifying appartus. If| 


how many inmates it is intended. 





By the CommirTEE: The company laid their pipes on special contract | 
with the barracks. We supply all Preston. ‘There is no other company. | 
s 83,000. We supply the whole of the mills in 
the town, with the exception of two. Gas ismade at two mills there. No), 
gas is made at any of the other places. Our mains do not go beyond Ful-| 
wood Park. We propose to manufacture only at our present works. We 
could supply gas at Longridge, with our present works, very well. 

Thomas Hawi:sley, Esq., examined by Mr. AncuiBap. 

Ihave examined the works of the Preston Gas Company. ‘The money 
has been judiciously laid out. I have made an estimate in the way in which 
experienced gas engineers usually make estimates for purposes of this 
kind, that is to say, not in minute detail, but so as to inform themselves to 
their own satisfaction as to whether the money which is expended on the 
undertaking is usefully represented by works. These works are worth the 
outlay upon them. I believe the outlay has been something more than 
£143,000, and my estimate of the cost of the undertaking was £154,000. It 
appears that some years ago, before the last Act of Parliamcnt was obtained, 
the company were enabled to appropriate surplus profits to their under- 
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April 18, 1865.] 
taking, and they did appropriate a certain—I should say uncertain—amount 
of those profits, because it does not appear how much they appropriated. It 
was several thousand pounds. They took no dividend upon it, and of course 
that contributes to the low price of gas. The consumption of gas is about 
120 million feet per annum at the present time. I find that in the manu- 
facturing towns generally there has been an increase of the consumption 
amounting to about 9 per cent. per annum, and that would require a dupli- 
cation in the outlay about once in eight years. The capital they ask for 
will be reasonably required. ‘The general reduction of _— has caused gas 
to be introduced amongst a class of people to whom it formerly did not find 
admission, and the consequence is that a very Jarge amount of consumption 
has resulted, and that state of things is going on rapidly. I have taken 
into account in my calculation the temporary depression produced by the 
cotton famine. Everything in the manufacturing parts of Lancashire and 
Yorkshire is in an abnormal state just now. I presume there is reason to 
expect a reaction. I see that the Lancashire people themselves think so, 
because in and about Preston a considerable number of new mills are being 
built. I have myself seen that in Preston. I have considered the question 
of the proposed extension of limits. Some of them undoubtedly are not 
very important, except in this sense, that they will keep out other people. 
I have found that in outlying districts of this kind people sometimes get up 
little undertakings, and come and ask for an Act to enable them to com- 
pete. There has been a very striking instance in the case of a little gas 
company on the confines of Southampton, established without authority of 
Parliament, and when they came to seek that authority they bethought 
themselves that they would like to compete with Southampton too. Any 
company that desires to go on comfortably must, to a considerable extent, 
fortify itself against this. I know that the object of that kind of competition 
is not to compete over the whole of the better district, but to take the better 


tend its mains as far as the community extends itself. Wherever houses 
are likely to be erected I would have the company include that place. 

By the CommiTrEe: And to extend its mains as occasion requires. 
no great cost to extend mains. 

By Mr. ArcHiBaLp: It is much better for a town to have a well- 
regulated monopoly thau to have competition. Competition only results 
in amalgamation; and then there are two gas-works. 

Mr. ArcuiBALD: In the 55th clause of the bill there is a proposal that 
the price of gas should be made dependent on the price of coal. 
experience and judgment, is that an arrangement that would be fair and 
equitable? 

Witness: That is not exactly the case; it is only that the maximum 
rice shall be increased as the cost of coal increases. That is the limit. 
he actual price to be charged will be regulated by the Gas-Works Clauses 

Act. But if an abnormal state of things occur in Lancashire, or if cannel 
becomes scarcer (as it is becoming), it would be quite right that the maxi- 
mum price should increase; but there is a regulation in the Gas-Works 
Clauses Act which will prevent that maximum price, whatever it may be 
increased to, from coming into operation unless the circumstances also 
come into operation—that is to say, if the company cannot obtain its divi- 
dend; but if it does, the maximum price is of no importance whatever. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Ricuarps: I think every prudent man would 
act upon the principle of having a limited area, so as to prevent a new com- 
pany. I do not think the dark red on the map (ée., the borough of Preston) 
sufficiently protected against competition by the pale red (ée., the out- 
lying district within the limits of the company’s Act). The town of Preston 
is creeping out, and will ~ out, towards Longridge; and I can give you 
avery good reason for it. In Lancashire very generally the millowners 
are trying to avoid the rates of the borough towns; and they find labour 
cheaper in the country mills. Having no reference to this particular case, 
I know that those considerations operate to a great extent upon the mill- 
owners of Lancashire, and that many mills are established out of the 
borough for that reason. A considerable amount of building has been 
undertaken at Dilworth, and some is going on now. 

Mr. Ricuarps: I still ask you—do not you think the dark red is tole- 
rably protected by the pale red, so as to prevent a company coming into 
the district? 

Witness: It is protected. 

Mr. RicHarps: They need not be very much alarmed? 

Witness : Not very much. I should think Nottingham is as well pro- 
tected as that. The district marked green is the nearest Broughton. There 
are very few villa houses, or anything of the kind, at present. At the same 


It is 


the company will not go there; therefore, no harm will come from includ- 
ing it in the bill. I recollect that there was a Farington bill, but I know 
nothing of the circumstances. I do not recollect whether or not Farrington 
is within the limits of this company’s bill. J see it is now. I believe that 
gas-works have been erected there. I should think it was extremely bad 
policy. I was not the suggester of the sliding scale in the 55th section of 
this bill, but I should be proud of its paternity. According to my experi- 
ence of manufacturing towns, the increase of consumption is about 9 per 
cent. per annum. I think the capital asked for is reasonable. I was 
consulted while the bill was being drawn up. 

By Mr. Bourke: As to residuum of coal, about two-thirds of the coke is 
generally sold, and about one-third of the coal. The price of coke may be 
low when coal is high, but I never knew it the contrary way. 

Mr. Bourke: If the price does shift, the test of the price of gas is not so 
much the price of the coal, but the price of the residuum? 

Witness: The suggestion of the clause is that they shift together, and 
shift in proportion, and that is the only way in which the clause can be 
considered. If the price of the residuum products was to goup enormously, 
then the Gas-Works Clauses Act steps in to prevent mischief to the public; 
but if, on the other hand, the price goes down disproportionately, then the 
company suffer. The public are protected, but the company are not. 

Re-exainined by Mr. Ancurpatp: If the revenue from residuum products 
and gas were more than sufiicient to pay the dividend, then the Gas-Works 
Clauses Act steps in and makes them reduce the price. For example, re- 
ceived £30,000, spent £20,000, £10,000 left. Is that more than enough to 
pay your dividend? Ifmore, the Act steps in and says you must reduce your 
price. It has nothing to do with the cost of production. Thecompany have 
their tar-works in Farington at present. 1 do not say that is an essential 
part of their district for them. It comes to this, that they do distil the tar 
within the district assigned to them by Act of Parliament. It does not 
always follow that the price of residuum ‘is in exact proportion to the price 


discovery of aniline dyes. 


Mr. AncuiBaLp: You look to the price of coals as the governing price? 
Witness : It is in fact the governing ingredient. 








streets, and | have invariably advised that every gas company should ex- | 


In your | 


time, it is very near Preston, and if there are no villas or mills built there | 
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Mr. ArcuisaLp: I do not know that I need call for further evidence. 
We have the chairman and other witnesses here. 

The CuarrMan said the committee thought the amount of capital asked 
for too much, and the clause about the sliding scale was such a new one 
that they were not inclined to make a precedent by sanctioning it. Upon 
these two points the committee would be very decided. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said it would shorten the inquiry, if his learned friend 
would say what clauses were proposed. 

Mr. Ricuarps thought the preambie was not yet passed. How did his 
friend know they had any clauses to propose? 

Some desultory remarks were then made, and the committee adjourned. 








Fripay, Marcu 31. 

Mr. ArcuIBALD said that, according to the suggestion of the committee, 
the corporation and the gas company had agreed upon clauses to the 
following effect:—That the additional capital should be £150,000, to be 
called up by instalments not greater than one-eighth at a time; that the 
borrowing powers should only be exercised pari passu with the calling up 


of the capital; a proposal to give up the proposed extended mains and con- 


fine them to the existing district. 
The CuairmMan: Including Fulwood? 
Mr. ArcuiBaLp: Including Fulwood; upon the new capital to take a 


| dividend of 7 per cent.; that the maximum price should be 4s. 2d. less dis- 


count; that the 55th clause, which contained the sliding scale of prices, 


| should be abandoned; the illuminating power to be 18 candles, from a bat’s- 


wing or flat-flame burner. The corporation made no objection to the 
street clauses and to the clause about the aud it,which were in the bill. It 


| was also proposed to give up the power of capitalizing their loans, and that 





there should be a reduction in the small meter-rents. 

The CHARMAN inquired at what rate a 3-light and a 5-light meter were 
to be charged. 

Mr. RicHarps said it was reduced from 3s. 6d. and 5s. to 3s. and 4s. 

The CHArrMAN suggested that they should go lower than a 3-light meter. 
What would they say to 2s. for a 2-light meter, 3s. for a 3-light meter, and 
3s. 6d. for a 5-light meter? 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said they would give consideration to the suggestion. 

The CuarrMan thought that the proposal about the capital to be called 
up for the first year required a little consideration. Would it not be better 
to make the first year larger, so as to be requisite for all their wants? They 
were going to make new works, and the outlay would be much more at first 
than in subsequent years. 

Mr. Ricuarps reminded the committee that at present they had a surplus 
productive power of 50 million feet a year. 

The CHarrMAN: The expenses must necessarily be very heavy the first 
year or two. How would it do to put the first year at £25,000, the second 
at £20,000, and then divide the remainder jnto six annual amounts. 

Mr. Ascrort (town-clerk of Preston) said that £24,000 would be a more 
convenient sum. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD replied that the company would prefer calling up £30,000 
the first year, and afterwards an eighth. 

The CHARMAN: Very well; and an eighth of the balance each year after. 
They must not call more than that each successive year, until the whole 
capital is exhausted. 

fr. ARCHIBALD: If they do not exercise their powers one year, they may 
make up for it the next? 

The Cuarrman: Yes; so that they do not exceed one-eighth each year 
after the first. You have not alluded to Fulwood. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said he was desirous first to exhaust the matter between 
the company and the corporation. That was now settled. The only ques- 
tion in the Fulwood petition was with regard to the extra price charged be- 
yond the limits of the borough. There was this remark to be made, that 
directly they got beyond the borough boundary they were exempt from a 
great many burthens imposed upon people in the borough, and the evidence 
showed that the tendency of millowners was to go beyond that boundary. 

The CuatrMan: They want to know why a party a mile and a half from 
the works should be supplied at 4s. 2d., when a party within a mile on the 
other side was charged 5s. 

Mr. Bourke said there was no maximum fixed. 
might charge just what they liked. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD replied that the mains were laid down in Fulwood upon 
the faith of these charges. 

The CuarrMAN asked why they should not charge the same as at the 
barracks. 

Mr. ArncHIBALD said the circumstances were not similar. There wasa 
large consumption at the barracks. He could show that they had been 
supplying Fulwood at a loss. 

Mr. Bourke said his proposition was simply that within a radius in Ful- 
wood of 14 mile from the works they should be supplied at the same price 
as the borough; and, if the company did not agree to that, they asked to be 
left out of the bill, and would make their own gas. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD said he would now call some witnesses as to the question 
of price to be paid by Fulwood. 

Mr. John Rofe, examined by Mr. AncuIBALD. 

I was secretary to the Preston Gas Company before Mr. Green. I ceased 
to be so in 1861. In my time the mains of the company were extended to 
Fulwood. I cannot tell in what year without referring to the books. I 
should think about the year 1852 or 1853. There was a requisition from 
Fulwood to extend the mains. Decidedly that was done upon an arrange- 
ment with them as to price. They agreed to give us 10d. per 1000 more than 
the price charged in Preston, or else we should not have gone there. 

By the CHAIRMAN: There was no local board at that time. 

By Mr. ArcuisaLp: I cannot recollect by whom that requisition was 
made. I do not recollect any other name toa certainty than Mr. Charnley’s. 
Several householders came to me. * 

By the Cuairman: There were no local authorities at that time. 
arranged with private consumers. 

By Mr. Arcuipap: But for that arrangement as to price, the company 


The company, in fact, 


It was 


| would certaiuly not have extended their mains, because we had a long 


length of pipe to take up, and to put down a larger pipe. 


By the Cuarrman: We did not lay more than three-quarters of a mile to 


give them a supply. 

- By Mr. ArcuiBaLp: With the exception of Fulwood Park, the township 
is nearly all agricultural. There is nothing that would pay us to extend it 
at present; there are a few houses on the Broughton Road; and if a few 


| others were built, it would make it go a little further. 


;}fcoal, The price of tar in a few years got up amazingly, because of the | 


By the CuarrMAN: Preston is not spreading out in that district. It has 
not become a residential district. I cannot speak much to within the last 
four years, but I think not. In order to give that supply which Mr. Green 


' says consumes 700,000 feet of gas per annum, we had to lay down about 
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three-quarters of a mile of main, and to take up the old one. There was 
one before that, fora portion of the distance to the boundary of the borough. 
The actual distance from the boundary of the borough that we had to put 
down new mains, including what is in the Fulwood Park itself, I should 
think might probably be about three-quarters of a mile. 

By the Commirree: The diameter of the main is 4 inches. 

By Mr. Ancu1BaLp: Between Fulwood Park and the inhabited part of the 
borough, there is a property called Moor Park, belonging to the borough. 
One side of it is built upon. On one side there are no houses at all; on the 
other side there are three or four houses. We had asmall pipe down for 
the purpose of lighting the turnpike road as far as the boundary of the 
parish, which we had to take up to supply them. It would not have 
answered the purpose of the company to have extended beyond the limits 
in any other direction, except upon the terms of an extra price; we never 
attempted such a thing. In point of fact, we would rather have been 
without these Fulwood people at the time. It was in my time that the 
mains were extended to the barracks. Decidedly that was done upon an 
understanding also as to price. That supply is effected by an entirely se- 
parate main. We spent £1500 in laying down the main to the barracks. 

By the Commrrree: The diameter of the main is 8 inches part of the way 
and 6 inches the other part of the way. 

y Mr. Arcirpatp: I believe the barracks now are actually paying more 
than Fulwood Park. 

By the Cuarrman: I do not know that of my own knowledge; they were 
when I left Preston. 

Cross-exemined by Mr. Bourke: I should say this was about 12 yearsago. 
The requisition I speak about was a requisition of the householders there. I 
cannot recollect more than Mr. Charnley. This was not a requisition of 
one gentleman. I cannot undertake, 12 years afterwards, to say who the 
whole party were. There was more than one. I saw several on the sub- 
ject. ‘They lived inthe Moor Park. Two or three of them came at.a time. 
I call that a requisition tome personally. There was an arrangement made; 
the same arrangement with all. I cannot say they were all on the same 
day. When we agreed with Mr. Charnley and others to go there it was 
known over the whole district. I should think that was about 12 years 
ago. There are a few more houses in that district now, but not many. I 
do not know that Fulwood Park is a district being built upon now very ex- 
tensively. I do not know exactly how many houses there are; I should 
think there may be 50 or 60. Eighty would be the outside, and I should 
think that a small number in that district. ‘Twelve years ago there was 
not a union workhouse going to be built there. The barracks were there; 
they were lighted first. I do not know that there are other buildings to be 
built there besides the union workhouse. I do not know very much of the 

lace now. I cannot tell what supply is likely to be required in Fulwood 
?ark; I should not think it would increase very much. I have not been 
there lately, but I know what the district is very well. It is but a small 
district,and there cannot be any large number of houses. Toa great extent 
the mains are all over Fulwood Park. [Some evidence then followed which 
required the map for illustration.] Ido not know how much the income 
now is from that district. I know nothingat allaboutit. I walked through 
Fulwood Park probably a year and a half or two years ago, when I was on 
;a visit there. Ihad nothing to do with the gas-works at that time. I was 
|| 00 @ visit to my daughter, and I walked through it. I did not take parti- 
|| cular notice of it. The distance of the furthest point of Fishwick to the 
|| nearest gas-works will be perhaps a mile and a quarter as the pipes go. I 
|; do not know anything about the prices the company are bound to now. I 
know they are bound to supply Fishwick at the same price as the borough. 
I believe the Birleys make their own gas, but I cannot speak of my own 
personal knowledge now; I know that when I left Preston the Birleys 
|made theirown. That is four years ago. At that time the charge at Fish- 
wick was more than 4s. 2d. I believe it is now the same price at Fishwick 
as at Preston. 

Mr. Bourke: Supposing there are gentlemen who make their own gas, 
does it not follow that even the inducement of cheap gas at 4s. 2d. is.not 
enough to induce them to deal with your company ? 

Witness: If it was the fact that Birleys still make their own, it is only 
one firm, aud I should say that when I left Preston that firm were so dis- 
satisfied with their gas, that they used to come to us for what they burnt 
in the office, and only made gas for their mill. They did consume a large 
rey in the mill although they could get gas from the company at 
| 48. 2d. 
at Hox. Member: Is Fulwood an increasing place? Are houses building 
| there 
| Mr. Bourke: We are prepared with evidence to show that it is. 

Re-examined by Mr. ARcniInaLp: It would not pay the company to 
, supply the agricultural part of Fishwick at the same price as they do the 
| borough: they would not do it unlessit did. They are not bound to do so, 
jexcept within 30 yards of the present mains. They would not have gone 
;to Fulwood except at this additional price; there was some considerable 
|time before we went to Fulwood. We took the mains there gradually as 
houses were built. Mr. Charnley was one of the largest owners of property 
there, and he lived in the largest house at that time. 

Mr. Henry Green, examined by Mr. ARCHIBALD. 

The population of Fulwood in 1851 was 1748; in 1861 it was 2318. The 
houses in the township are chiefly on the Fulwood Park. There are 97 
houses there. Ido not know the area of the park, nor the population. 
Fulwood Park is a mile or three-quarters of a mile from the barracks. 
|Last year we supplied 77 houses in the park with gas. They consumed 
| 698,900 feet, which, computed at the price of 10d. above the borough, 
| gives £177. 14s. 6d. There is 10 per cent. discount to take off the 5s. 

| By the Cuairman: The price is 4s. 6d. net. The net result is £157. 5s. 
|| Besides this, there are meter-rents amounting to £12. 2s., making a total 
| Of £1697s. from that park. 

| By Mr. Ancumpatp: As to the cost of supplying it, I take the figures 
|from the reportof the referees: 698,900 feet at 2s. 13d. makes £74. 19s. 11d. 
| for the manufacturing of the gas. There is the depreciation of meters, 
| £7. 10s., at 74 per cent. That is the amount charged at Salford. Ten per 
cent. is charged at Manchester. Then the depreciation of pipes, 2 per cent., 
£14. 18s. 10d., making depreciation £22. 8s. 10d. 

By the CuHamrman: The cost of the pipes laid in that district is 
£747. 6s. 2d. 

By Mr. Arcnisatp: The depreciation of pipes and meters together is 
£22. 8s. 10d.; the interest on the outlay is 10 per cent. on £747. 
| By the CHAIRMAN: That makes £97. 8s. 9d. Take that from £169. 7s., 
and it leaves £71. 18s. 3d.; that is for profit. 

~— = ARcHIBALD: ‘I have not included in that anything for the cost 
of works. 

By the Cuarrman: The 2s. }fd. is only the cost of the manufacturing, 
not of the apparatus. We should have to increase the size of the mains in 























| order'to supply 97 more houses. These are all to be detached houses, and 





they are very slowly rising. I suppose they begin to burn at night when 
the shops are shut up. 

By Mr. Arncuinaup: They are detached villas; nothing of a manufac- 
turing kind, nor likely to be in that part. The barracks consume more 
than three times, or about three times, as much as all Fulwood Park 
together. 

By the CommitreE: That was last year. There was not a great increase 
in the houses last year compared with the year before. They only rise one 
at atime, very few in the year. 

By Mr. ArcureaLp: The barracks pay a fraction more in price than the 
Fulwood Park, A large consumer in Fulwood Park would get his gas at 
4s., while the barracks are charged 4s. 1}d. 

By the CHarrman: If persons in Fulwood Park consumed the same 
quantity of gas as in Preston we have allowed them the same discount. 

By Mr. ArcurBaALD: The amount consumed in Fulwood Park is a little 
over £2 per house. 

By the Cuarrman: The rent of the houses, I should think, is something | 
like from £15 to £30 a year. There may be £40, perhaps, but I do not | 
think above £40. 

By Mr. ArcutBpatp: They are small houses. A land society have built 
upon Fulwood Park. | 

By the Commrrree: Some of the same class of persons as myself live | 
there—some perhaps not in as good a position, some better perhaps. 

By the Caairnman: They are chiefly clerks, and people of that sort.| 
There is Watling Street, which I might explain to you About two years | 
and a half ago it was not supplied with gas, and I had frequent intimations | 
from the people there requesting me to supply them, but I declined to do 
so because it would not pay the company at the then price, which was| 
5s. 74d. They came again about 12 months after, with perhaps 10 or 12) 
signatures to a letter, which I have not got, asking me about it again. I 
went up to look at it; I found the price they were paying, which was} 
5s. 74d., or 10d. above the borough, would not pay us to come there. It| 
would scarcely pay us the interest of our money; but we took it on there, | 
and they then understood distinctly that they would have to pay this extra} 
10d. per 1000 feet; and that is only about 18 months ago. 

By Mr. ArcuipaLp: We only made that extension on those terms, 
There are no gas-works at present in Fulwood. We have had no applica- 
tion whatever from the guardians to be prepared with a supply of gas. | 
They may manufacture their own. If they take our gas, we shall have to | 
take up those mains and lay larger ones. 1 know that this subject of join-|| 
ing in the petition was mooted at the Board of Guardians. They declined || 
to take any steps in the matter. We should have to take up our pipes from | 
the junction of the town to supply that place alone. | 

By the Cuairman: They have never been to us to ask us, but if we do| 
it, the pipes now down would not supply the works. We should not do it | 
unless it would pay us. If the Fulwood people were to come to us now, | 
and the gas was not supplied at this place, we should not take it up under 
the 10d. 

By Mr. ArcuiBarp: I have not seen any public lights in Fulwood. 

Ry the CHatrman: They have not applied for lights, but they have asked 
me what would be the cost for fittings, but never as to the gas. 

By Mr. Arcurpatp: I should think they would not require very many || 
lamps in Fulwood Park; not more than from 30 to 40 at the very outside, || 
even supposing the building extended, because the whole of the park is 
built over, though all the plots are not taken up. It would not pay the || 
company to supply these lamps at the reduced price and have to lay down 
additional mains. We should not only have to lay down additional mains, but || 
we should have to lay services to the lamps, and they, if they burnt a sufii-|| 
cient amount, would get the higher discount. | 

The CuarrmMAn: You say nothing about public lamps, Mr. Archibald. 

Mr. ArcuiBatp: That is all satisfactorily arranged. 

The CuarrmMan: Upon what terms? 

Mr. ARcHIBALD: They pay the lowest price charged to any consumer 
in the borough, they themselves keeping the lamps in order, and the com- 
pany do nothing but supply the gas. 

The Cuarrman: Then there is no maximum price fixed in the bill? 

Witness : Yes; it is 3s. 4d. in reality. It is 4s. 2d., less 20 per cent. 

Cross-examined by Mr. THomas: I have had communication with the 
barracks, as to the supply of gas lately. The nature of that communica- 
tion was, that they thought we ought to supply them at the price the} 
borough was supplied at. i} 

Mr. Toomas: Did the War authorities threaten to oppose this bill if you | 
did not come to an arrangement with them? i 

Witness : I will read you the letter. I cannot tell from memory. You 
asked for information, and you must have both their letter aud my letter. 
[The witness then read the letter from the War Office, which he received on | 
the 4th of March of this year.] The price at the barracks was then 
4s. 9d. 

By the Comairrrr: We have reduced it now. [The witness then read 
his reply to the letter from the War Office.] I have never received any an- | 
swer to that, and therefore I presume they are satisfied with it. 

By Mr. Tuomas: When I received the first communication, our price had | 
been reduced at the barracks to 4s. 1}d. Iam not aware that I received | 
any letter before the 4th of March. It is dated the 4th of March. " 

By the Cuatrrman: The price of our gas was 4s. 14d. before we received | 
this intimation. We have made no reduction in consequence of that letter. | 
The reduction was made at the time when it was made with all the dis-| 
tricts—previous to this letter. : , | 

By Mr. Tuomas: The last charge made to the War Office previous to the | 
letter was 4s. 9d., but the price that was being charged for the gas con- | 
sumed when I received this letter, or on the 1st of March, was 4s. 13d. No| 
charge has been made to the War Office on the reduced price, but the gas| 
has been consumed at that price; 4s.9}d. has been charged up to the 1st of | 
March. | 
By the Comittee: I think we send in our accounts to the War Office | 
half yearly. We do not allow the barracks any discounts. We take the 
net amount, which is 13d. more than we charge for our districts generally; 
but I suppose that is in consideration of the large sum that has been 
expended. ; 

By the Curarrman: We made the reduction without any representation 
from the War Office. I had a letter from the barrack-master, asking me 
whether we would make any reduction tothem. That isa long time pre- 
vious to this; at all events some time previous. I told him the reduction 
would be made. I will read you the letter that I wrote on the 13th of 
February. I refer to a letter I had received, and I say—“J now beg to state 
that on the 14th of November last the directors passed a resolution to the 
effect that the price of gas after the 1st of March for the out-town district 
should be reduced 7d. per 1000 feet.” That was on the 13th of Febru, 
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ary, and the reduction to the out townships took place on the 14th of No- 
vember; therefore the reduction to the barracks was made by the directors 
on the 14th of November. 

By Mr. Tuomas: That letter from mew as written simply in consequence 
of a request from Major Park as to whether we were going to make a 
reduction to them. Ihave not got his letter here. It was simply asking 
me whether the reduction we were making was applicable to the barracks. 

By the Commrrrze: I have got the minute-book. This is the resolution: 
—“14th November, 1864: Resolved, that on or about the Ist day of March, 
1865, the price of gas for the out-townships be reduced 7}d. per 1000 cubic 
feet from the present gross price per 1000, subject to the same discount as 
in the borough.” 

By Mr. Tuomas: This 73d. is taken off the 4s. 9d.,making it 4s. 1}d., and 
before ever we received this letter from the War Office; they had intimation 
of the reduction. 

By the CuarrmMan: I think we had given our notices on the 14th of No- | 
vember, of coming to Parliament. This reduction had taken place in con- | 
sequence of the reduction in the town. 

Mr. Tuomas: You made the reduction general, but the price of gas charged | 
to the barracks was less than that charged to the consumers in November? 

Witness: No; the price charged to the barracks was higher, because 
4s. 9d. was a fraction over the discount that we should have allowed them. 
The fact ‘is, they were paying a higher price, and they are now paying 
14d. higher than if they were consumers by the discount. The price now 
charged is ds., less 10,15, or 20 per cent., according to the consumption. 
Supposing the consumption of any private individual was equal to that of 
the barracks, he would have to pay 4s., being 14d. less than the barracks. 

By Mr. THomas: We may charge anything we please. We haveno maxi- 
mum price in the out-townships. I have made a calculation as to what it 








we do not think that the price as to consumption is one which entitles them 
to ask for that reduction in preference to other out-districts. In dealing 
with your suggestion we should have to exclude the barracks. Other dis- 
tricts might demand the same reduction. But we shall be quite ready to 
concede the point about the public lamps. 

Mr. Tuomas: Fulwood Park has much greater claims than any other 
districts. 

Mr. ArncuiBALp: These are small houses; and one of the conditions of 
the Fulwood Park estate is, that there shall be no public-houses on it. 

The CHarrmMAn: The idea thrown out is that there.should be a minimum 
consumption before the reduction takes place. When the consumption 
shows it is so and so, then for it to be put on the same footing as Preston. 

Mr. ARcHIBALD: It will expose the company to a great many obligations, 
and to great difficulty. Probably there will be a great many jealousies on 
the part of the other out-districts, which may come and say, “ Our circum- 
stances are such that you ought now to make the same reduction to us;” 
and it might make a very considerable difference in the company’s income. 

The Cuarrman: This is the only township where you make no reduction. 

Mr. ArcuinALp: We make none at Bamber Bridge. 

Mr. Tuomas: That is four miles away from your works. ‘ 

Witness : Walton-le-Dale is supplied at 10d. per 1000 feet over the 
borough. 

Mr. Tuomas: But they are not here tocomplain. Perhaps they will come 
next year. 

Mr. ArcutBaLp: I wish now to ask the witness one or two questions, 
and then I will call Mr. Hawksley to give his opinion about this proposed 
reduction for Fulwood. 


Mr. Green recalled, and examined by Mr. AncuiBaAp. 
It would pay the company very much better upon the consumption at 
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costs us to supply Fulwood Park, and what income we derive from it. We 
are paying 10 per cent. dividend for the money. That does not include the 
barracks; but, as I have shown you by the barracks account also, there is 
alosson that. I have allowed £22. 8s. 10d. for the depreciation of pipes 
|}and meters. I really do not know that the ex-mayor lives in one of these 
|Fulwood houses. I never had an idea that there was such a house as an 
| £80 one on the estate, and I have gone past, frequently. I know a place 
| called Bamber Bridge. We have a gasholder at a placed called Walton-le- 
| Dale, and that supplies the village of Walton-le-Dale aud Bamber Bridge. 
That, I shou!d think, from Bamber Bridge, south, would be almost two 
miles. We charge them the same as we are charging Fulwood, although it 
is two miles further from our gas-wWorks. 

By the Cuatrrman: That is not without the limits of our Act. 








I must 


districts. 
from 2 to 3 million feet of gas, and at Walton-le-Dale, I should think, about 
|the same; therefore, I should think we may supply from 4to 5 millions for 
the two, as against 600,000 or 700,000 at Fulwood. 

have gone two miles to these districts. 





| Itis not 44 miles from our gas- works; it may be 3 or 34 miles. 
| By the Cuamman: Wesupply this district in the day time. 
j}a manufacturing district. The expense of going to that district would be 
|much more than the expense of going to Fulwood, because the mains are 
larger. It is scarcely a pro raté question, because a 4-inch pipe would not 
cost much less than a halfora third ofa 9-inch pipe. A 4-inch pipe costs from 
4s. to 4s. 6d., and a9-inch pipe 10s. The area of the 9-inch pipe is very 
much greater. 

By the CommirTre: We supply no public lights in that direction. 

By the Cuainman: The Local Board of Health have never made appli- 
jeations to us to supply them with gas for lamps. One person asked me 
what the fittings and those things would cost, but I could not give him an 
janswer. 
| By Mr. Tuomas: There are no public-houses on that part of Fulwood 
Park which includes the 700,000 feet of zas. 

Mr. Tuomas: If there are three public-houses there which would use gas, 
as we say there are, are they included in your estimate? 
| Wetness: They are not included in the estimate at all. 
| By the Cuarrman: The total quantity that I have put to supply Fal- 
| wood Park, including all the supply from the borough boundary is 700,000 
feet, 

By the Committee: Mr. Thomas is misleading you in speaking about the 
public-houses, because they are on the barracks pipe. 

By Mr Tomas: | did not know there was a public-house at Withytrees. 
If there is this includes it. This includes all that is taken off that pipe 
from the boundary to Fulwood. 

3y the Commirres: We supply public lights on the road to Fulwood as 
far as to the borongh boundary. We hada very small main down to the 
public lights. We supply public lights up to short of the park. 

By Mr. Tuomas: Up to the borough boundary. Those pipes were very 
jsmall. Moor Park is being laid out by the corporation as a public park. 
There are no houses on one side. A 2-inch pipe supplied that road 
| previously. 

The Cuatrman: What is the difference in the cost between two and four. 
{It is a question of mere laying? 

Witness: No; it would have to be taken up and then put down. 

By the ComuirreE: ‘The loss to us in supplying Fulwood Park was 
reckoned upon a 10 percent. dividend. The capital we invested there was 
subject to a 10 per cent. dividend. 

The CuarrmMan: Suppose I throw out a suggestion—do not take it as the 
opinion of the committee, but as my suggestion—that when the consump- 
tion in Fulwood amounts to a million feet you should put it on the same 
footing as the price of gas in the borough. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD; Do I understand you confine it to the inhabited part of 
Fulwood? 

The CHatrman: There is no power in the bill to compel you to take 
|your pipes to Fulwood; therefore, you are masters of the position. If 
|Fulwood gives you a million feet per annum are you willing to supply it at 
the same rate as Preston? 

Witness : Not including the workhouse, I suppose ? 
lay down pipes. 

The Cuatrman: Recolleet you have 7} instead of 10 per cent. dividend 
now. 

Mr. Tuomas: I am told it is a million now. 

The CuaarmMan: No; 700,000. 

Mr. Tnomas: You have not heard our evidence yet. 

The Cuairman: The suggestion is based upon the idea that the present 
consumption is 700,000. If it is more, we shall have to consider again. 

Mr. ARcHIBALD: We are now in a position to say that we should be 
willing to supply their public lamps at the same price as the borough; but 


We should have to 





} small, 
| roomed houses. 


explain to you that Walton-le-Dale and Bamber Bridge are manufacturing | 
There are mills at Bamber Bridge that consume something like | 


From our gasholders we 
| self acquainted with it. 


By Mr. Tuomas: Our gas-works are close on the boundary of the borough. 


It is entirely | 





Bamber Bridge to carry their mains there than it does to Fulwood Park. 
t would be quite a difierent thing. As to the correspondence with the 
War Office, when I received the letter on the 4th of March I presumed— 
the barrack-master having got my previous letter—that they must have 
had the intimation of the reduction to 4s. 1}d. at the barracks. They have 
been.content. They have not opposed the bill. 
Mr. Hawksley recalled, and examined by Mr. ArncuIBacp. 

Ihave been through this place, and know it well. The real difficulty 
consists in this: Fulwood Park is a place laid out in small villas—very 
I suppose, on an average, they cannot be more than seven or eight 
It is true that it is near the boundary of the borough, but 
so also are a great many other places where there is a large consumption, 
and the difficulty is of this kind, that justice would not be done to other} 
large consumers if these gentlemen, living in that small place, were to have 
a special rate of their own. [Witness then pointed out on the map the| 
position where the consumption at Walton-le-Dale and Fulwood was.] I 
have been along that road, and I have seen all this property, and made my- 
It really comes to this, in my humble judgment, | 
that if.a special rate were to be made for that little place, in justice it | 
would have to be extended to all the other places, and then the town of | 
Preston, with whom we have a bargain, as it were, on that subject, would | 
regard it as an injustice, so that we are getting only out of one difficulty | 
into another, anda larger one. Moor Park, between Fulwood Park and | 
the borough, is not to be built upon. I should thinkthere is nothingin the 
character of these buildings, and the consumption of gas which is likely to | 
take place in Fulwood Park, that entitles them to this differential rate. | 
The houses there are something like the little villas that you see about | 
Croydon. I can only describe them, and bring them to your mind’s eye in 
that way. As far as I can see, there is not likely to be any large consumers 
amongst the houses that are to be built upon that estate. | 

By the CuarkMan: I know certain districts where there is 6d. difference 
charged, and many where there is 5d. I am quite free to say that if I had 
the revising of a rate for the whole of these districts, | should not think it 
right to charge in Fulwood 5d. more than in Preston; but that is not quite 
the case here, because I know the district well, and I am able to say from 
my research in it, that whatever is done in Fulwood must, in justice, be 
done in other places, and then, if done in other places, it would destroy the 
sort of arrangement we have with the borough of Preston. All the districts 
out of the borough are charged higher. That is the distinction which is 
drawn. The company have not exceeded their parliamentary powers by 
going beyond the borough; they are in the Act. Fulwood is in the Act of 
1853, but it is out of the borough. 

By the Commirrer: Walton-le-Dale is not four or or five miles from the 
works; it is close to them. [The witness pointed out the portions of a 
gasholder and the nearest gas-works.] 

By Mr. ArcuisaLp: Bamber Bridge is within the limits of the company, 
but beyond the borough. All without the borough is charged at this extra 
rate. J think it would give rise to complaints by the borough, and by the 
other inhabitants, if this distinction were made in the case of Fulwood; if 
a clause were introduced to draw that distinction as to Fulwood, the other | 
districts would sxy—and say with justice—that they were better entitled 
to the same advantages, because their consumption is larger. 

By the CuarrMan: For all outside the borough only to pay dd. extra per 
1000 feet would not only make a serious inroad into the company’s profits, 
but it would do exactly that which the borough of Preston opposes; because 
they would say then we were not making that difference which they think 
right, and which is, in point of fact, according to the bargain we have made 
with them; because there is a constructive bargain, although there is no- 
thing in writing. If I had had this at the beginning, I would have said, 
let the borough have the gas at 5d. per 1000 feet cheaper than the out- 
skirts. If you could now so readjust things that in doing what is justice 
perbaps to a small community, you will not do injustice to the company, 
because the whole thing should be renewed. We ought to have perhaps a 
little better price in Preston. 

The CuainMAN: What is the consumption out of the borough, Mr. Green? 

Mr. Green: I cannot tell you the exact amount, but I should think it 
would be about 5 or 6 millions. It may be more than that. 

The CuairmMAn: What per centage is that upon the gross amount? 

Mr. Green: ‘The gross consumption was 121 millions last year. 

The CuatrmAN: About 5 per cent., then. Take Sd. at 5 per cent., Mr. 
Hawksley. 

Witness : I should think there is about 8 millions. 

The Cuairman: But suppose all the districts were put on an increased 
price; the loss to the company would be 4d.? 

Witness : No; it would be 5d. 

The CuargrMAN: They charge 10d. now. 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. ArcuipaLp; The company are very anxious to do what the com- 
mittee think just. 
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The Cuairman: What the committee want is to satisfy every claimant, | to give us the supply we want, without any further outlay of the company 
so that they need not come here again. in that respect. 
Mr. ArcuipaLp: After what has been said by Mr. Hawksley, I will state By the Cuairman: I have got the cost fromthe foundry. Including the 
that the company are prepared to say that when the consumption in Ful- | mains, I take from 8d. to 1s. a yard. 
wood Park amounted to a million feet, excluding the barracks, they will By Mr. Tuomas: My estimate, £506. 10s., is for the mains only. The 
reduce their price to 5d. over the borough, instead of 10d. revenue derived from Fulwood has not been stated fully. Three public- 
The Cuarrman: Would you be inclined to reduce it to 5d. over all the houses have been left out, one of which consumes gas to the extent of £32 
other districts? ~ a year. : ; , 
Mr. ArcuisaLp: No; I do not think we are prepared to do that. By the Cuarrman: That is from the barracks main. ase 
The Cuarrman: What would be the loss to the company on 8 millions? By Mr, Tuomas: Some of the houses are of a very good description. One 
Witness: That would be a loss of profit of £166. of them is occupied by the ex-mayor, and lets for about £80 a year; and 
The Cuatrman: Upon Fulwood only? they run down from that. Another is occupied by a member of the Town 
Witness : No; on the 8 millions you spoke of. Council, who lives on the park, and pays, I think, 50 guineas. 
The Cuatrman: Take outside the borough, what would be the loss to By the CuArrman: I think the gross rental is £1800 or £2000 a year, at 
the company per annum if there was 5d. only charged instead of 10d. present, of the houses on the park. Ihave heard it stated that the gas- 
Witness : The present immediate loss would be £166. rental comes to about £2 a year upon 70 odd houses; but I do not think it 
The Cieasntcan: Ifyou take it ot 6 millicns t would be £190? is correct. There must be some fallacy in that. I think it would be in 
items _~ ae at selection stakes Mf vou take t ob 6 eiitiens. but tt this way—that some consumers have only begun to consume late in the 
Pp athccey ei chen? Pp y mg y ’ year. My een is between £5 and £6 a year, and I am not by 
“ ae aie F _ | any means the largest. 
ae po ees ee an ie — in Walton-le _,,By Mr. Tuomas: I think the population of Fishwick is 1884 at present. 
The CuarrMan: Now soak wat be better rs the company to say we cg a ee — ol a at Fulwood dg’ to what there is | 
. a ° “ieee : 1 d at Pishwick. e Fulwood Park houses are very much better. 
cate ceuse Aer pen + hen par soa an _—— of By the Cuatrman: The lowest rent in Fulwood Park is, I think, about 
Mr. ArcuisaLD: I am afraid we should have the corporation coming in = a oy) Se yn is by far the best in the place. 
and complaining. We have so far arranged with them on the existing state BY ten Cianineaa: “Ths-aemenon caanal ay be Be £20 a ae — 
of things, and it would not do for us now to depart from that in any way; By the + iatomeomanl There are 98 Soenen in the vat _— 
and, moreover, there are other considerations which would affect the 4 . spe E f ime 7 
company. By the CuairmAn: The cotton distress checked the growth of building. | | 
The Cuarrman: I know a district where the company carry the mains We can tell that from the fact of not selling the building land. We had the || 
74 miles and they have only 6d. extra. largest sale of building land, but it is quite stopped now. All this land is || 
Mr. ARcHIBALD: I am told that in Nottingham it is 1s. freehold. It was allotted at £30 a lot; 343 lots, which included the land | 


The Cuairman: Take Birkenhead. I always found the outlying dis- and the works, which was the ccst price at first. . 1 
tricts most profitable, because when the shops are shut up the consumption By the Comamirree: That is, with an obligation not to build more than 1] 
there goes on. When the Act passed there was 6d. extra allowed for all the | ©2¢ house on each lot. All the lots were taken up at once. There is no i| 
out-townships, and the corporation of Birkenhead were perfectly satisfied. obligation to build. ae | 

Mr. Green: Bamber Bridge and Walton-le-Dale are manufacturing By Mr. Tuomas: Asa member of the local board I consider it to be of || 
districts, and therefore there is the same consumption in Walton-le-Dale as the greatest importance, now that the company is before Parliament, that 
in the towns. we should have such a limit as will tend to develop rather than to decrease 


Sie Mecontaves, Sin wie , i out of the dis- | the value of the property. Fishwick is not fully built upon. If the land in 
trict, and we may be pe anaet gece oe ro aa Fishwick has the 4s. 2d. rate, aud the land in Fulwood has the higher rate, 


The C .Y. k a atest iti | that will operate to the disadvantage of Fulwood. It will be a preferential 
to b : nega! A Sgr gant @ the males — — a . Boing rate in favour of the Fishwick Jand for building, although it is actually con- 
oe we a, 2 ' eo = . — not Pay om, 7S Wee : bo £0. q | siderably further from the works of the company than Fulwood is. It is 
if oss + esi ceceg honey | ped care oss to the company not to go, ane | three-quarters of a mile further. _ 
The CHaImAaN: The only parties appearing here connected with the aunt Are you charging the same price in Fishwick that is 
outer districts are the Fulwood people; the rest are unrepresented. The Me Ancuratp: ¥¢ is within the borouth. 
aay is whether Th vay i ic pomemee —— They 1 Witness: In that part that we light. We do not light the unproductive 
ee ey nt ave Th nr pat le we ac a ‘che jae part at all. There are no lights in Fishwick as far on the main as we are. 
Fulw med ap to _— un. e only people we have to do with are the By Mr. Tuomas: The existing mains in Fishwick are as great in length, 
inion yo The Local Board of Health petition? and as far from the nearest works of the company as the Fulwood works || 
Mr emieneine ‘on 5 hae ant i ae ditrict in Walton-le-Dale | 2"¢: About the middle of the park is equi-distant. Beyond that, in Fish- 
from which we get 7s. If the char eihad been limited as proposed, we wick, there is three-quarters of a mile, round which they propose to put || 
St oon the 8 th tall bei erst ” themselves under the parliamentary limit to light at 4s.2d. In Fulwood 
wee Geeeme, sg the ‘Preston Gas Company ever made any — propose to ask more; giving a preferential rate to the builiding land | 
9g age ‘ . wei A : in Fishwick hat part of Fulwoood. 
arrangement with the Fulwood ‘Local Board as to public lamps according ere wee a wiweeed , 
to the Act ? Cross-examined by Mr. Ancuisatp : It is not exactly the fact that they 
Mr. Bourke: No. only light that part of Fishwick which is a continuous part of the town. 
The CHairMAN: They now make you the offer of supplying public lamps The portion beyond the limits of the company’s lighting is low land, unfit || 
at the same price as in Preston. P * for building. In Fishwick there is a public-house and some cottages, which | 
Mr. Bourke: We are perfectly satisfied so far. We are quite ready to | 4r¢ on the road to Walton-le-Dale, near the bridge. The rest of that part |’ 
adopt the suggestion thrown out that, when the consumption amounts to of Fishwick agricultural land is not unfit for building; in fact, the corpo-! 
|| 1 million feet, the price should be the same as that within the borough. ration have sold worse land than that for building purposes. It is not of 
2 = the same character for building as Fulwood land; that is to say, it is not as 


Mr. ARCHIBALD: Five pence more. “ssc “ 
The CHAIRMAN: That is a reduction of one-half. But now let us hear | 8004 for villas. It is not on the works at all. [ama surveyor. I cannot 
say that I have had any experience in laying gas-pipes. I have never 


Mr. Burke’s witnesses. : 2 =the Se: 4 ; 
|| Mr. ArcurBatp: You will understand that our proposal is, that we will laid any for gas purposes. I reside in Fulwood Park. My house occupies 
|| supply their public lamps at the same price as in the borough; or, when three lots, and the stable one lot, or a lot and a sixth. The remainder of 
|| the consumption amounts in Fulwood Park, excluding the union and the the lots beyond the site of the house is, of course, occupied as a garden. I 
|| barracks, to 1 million feet, we will reduce it by 5d. ; can put houses on it if I choose. I occupy altogether four lots and one- | 
‘ s “ sixth. My house is rated by two gentlemen in this room at £45 a year. 
Mr. Richard Veevers, examined by Mr. Tuomas. That is the gross value. The rateable value is £37. 5s. The house in| 
\] I am a surveyor and land-agent residing at Fulwood, and largely engaged | which the ex-mayor lives has the highest rental in the park by perhaps| 
in business at Preston. I live in Fulwood, adjoining the boundary. The | £25. Itis the fact that in the conditions of the land society the only re- | 
boundary of the borough there is a brook 2 or 3 feet wide. I ama member | striction as to the total value of the house is that it shall not be less than} 
|| also of the local board. Fulwood Park was laid out 14 years ago. I was | £80. I think that gentleman occupies five or six lots, and he has two 
|/engaged in laying it out. It contains 45} acres, and it is laid out to hold | houses cn it—his own and his coachman’s. There are, perhaps, about 20 || 
|| 343 houses. At present, 98 have been erected. The roads are all formed, | houses under the value of £20 a year. Those less than £20 are not exactly || 
| sewered, and macadamized. They were adopted by the township about | what you would call cottages; they are small houses. I think there are || 
|| seven years ago. That was since the company last came to Parliament, | only about one or two houses at less than £10. Isurveyed this 14 years ago. || 
j Which was in 1853. The rateable value in that part of Fulwood has in- | We should have had more houses there, if it had not been for the cotton || 
|| creased very much—from £97 a year to about £1800. The population in | distress, which checked building. Since 1861, perhaps about 20 have been || 
| the park now is about 600. There is a church nearly finished. We want | built; eo that it took ten years to get up the residue of the 98. I believe I | 
public lights. It was one of our principal objects in getting constituted a | assisted in drawing up the restrictions against public-houses. 
|| local board. We have a police-station in the park. The difficulty in the By the Cuamman I believe there is something about beerhouses, but it || 
| price has been one of the difficulties in getting the public lights put up. does not restrict anything of the kind from coming over the boundary. | 
lf bn a They have agreed to put the public lamps on the same By Mr. ArcutpaLp: That is over the Watling Street Road, which is the |! 
ooting as at Preston. northern boundary of the park. ‘There is no restriction there against || 
| Mr. ARCHIBALD: We offered that as a settlement to the whole question. | building public-houses. Blea land to sell there, just over eeaandh on | 
The CuarrmMan: Oh! you do not offer it per se? the opposite side. We never made any application to the company to'; 
Mr. ArcuiBaLp: Certainly not. — supply gas to the public lamps. We made an application, before coming to 
Mr. Tuomas: My friend withdraws it then. Parliament, to see if they would make any concession, and they refused. I 
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| Examination continued: The price hitherto at which we would have had | ama member of the local baard. We have only had a local board for two | 
|| the contract for the public lamps was 5s. 7}d., subject to discount. Ful- | years. During that time no application has been made, knowing what | 

| wood has no limit in price under the existing Act, and Preston has. The | sort of people we had to deal with. | 
| distance of a mile radius from the nearest gas-works takes in nearly the By the Cuarrman: I cannot tell you exactly the rateable value of the | 


ty} 
whole of Fulwood Park. There are several acres in Fishwick further off gf Sag ear , a . a ; Begieste 
|| from the company’s works than Fulwood Park, and yet they have had the 2 ne ne a = Pacad pon dil i See” a year of the 

advantage of a limit hitherto, and now they are to have the advantage of a is side a3 a ewe 

limit to 4s. 2d.; so that we in Fulwood, who are actually nearer to the works, By Mr. AncutpaLp: I do not think that has been increased by recent 
|| are to have no limit as the bill is framed. I think that is unfair. I have | ®8Sessment on a different principle. It was raised, from 1854 to 1864, from 
‘| always been ofthat opinion. That is the opinion throughout Fulwood, and £5900 to £6800. It is 2458 acres. That is exclusive of the barracks, which, 

of every sensible man in Preston out of the corporation. They only charga | f course, is not rated. 

5s. 74. at Bamber Bridge, which is four miles from the works. The pipes By the Commirrer: Provision is made for 343 houses, 98 of which are 

are laid downat present actually both up to Fulwood Park and to the bar- | now up. Every lot can hold one house. The ex-mayor and I take up ten 
‘iyacks. We do not want them to extend the pipesa yard. If we could agree j lots between us. I do not think we shall have more than 170 houses alto- 

about price, our public lamps would be fixed directly,no doubt. I estimate | gether when it is filled up. Some of the lots are only abont nine yards 
| the value of the pipes laid in Fulwood at £506. 10s. That is sufficient ' broad, and some are fifteen yards. 
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By the Cuarrman: If there is one house put on three lots, it will con- 
sume as much gas as three houses on one lot each. 

By Mr. ArcuiBatp: The rating of the whole union has been increased 
by £11,000, and the town has been reduced £9000. b There has been an in- 
crease in the agricultural part to the amount of £20,000, and the town 
lowered £9000. 
|| By the Cuarrman: I happen to have three of the largest lots. I have 
|| three-quarters of anacre. The ex-mayor has about an acre. I gave £45 
| for half of it, and rather more for the other half. The land was purchased 
| remarkably cheap. It was got for £110 an acre. 

'| Re-examined by Mr. Tuomas: There is no restriction all round the park- 
| There is a part intervening between Fulwood Park and the borough which 


| 
| April 18, 1865.] 
| 








‘is intended in the end for villas. : 
By Mr. Ancnipatp: That is between the Moor Park and the brook. One 
lot was sold several years ago. It is not built on. 
\| By Mr. Tuomas: The whole south boundary of Fulwood Park is the 
| boundary of the borough. The company will never come to Parliament in 
|| my lifetime with the powers they are seeking. We consider it is a question 
‘of now or never with us. With reference to the suggestion that we have 
the charge of the borough so soon as our consumption is a million cubic 
feet. it would be quite satisfactory. 
The CHatrMAn: Is any part of Moor Park to be allotted for building ? 
Mr. Arcaisatp: I understand that it is not. 
Witness : It is about 95 acres, surrounded by roads. 


Mr. Walter Birlcet, examined by Mr. THomas 


| 

I am a member of the Local Board of Health at Fulwood. I am a land- 
‘| agent at Fulwood, and carry on business in Preston. I am also agent for 
|| the lessee of lands in Fulwood belonging to the Duchy of Lancaster. That 
| comprises about 70 acres. That is the land on which the barracks are built. 
| I have been a member of the local board since last year. I agree perfectly 
|| with the last witness as regards the necessity for the local board and the 
private consumers having a limit now fixed. I also agree with him that it 
| would be unfair, under the circumstances, that the limit should be greater 
{than that which is the case in Fishwick, which is further off from the 
| works of the company. I think it would be very unfair to pay more than 
they pay at Fishwick. The high price of gas has prevented building 
already in Fulwood. The price of gas is certainly an important element in 
|a builder’s calculation. If the bill were to pass as it now is, there would be 
an inducement to build in Fishwick, and uot in Fulwood. In my opinion, 

that would give an unfair advantage. 
|| Cross-examined by Mr. Arncuimatp: I was distinctly told by a party 
who has built a great quantity of houses in the park that the building 
there has been stopped because of the price of gas. He said the high price 
|| charged for gas was a detriment to letting his houses. I cannot say whether 
|}or not he was a sensible man to adopt that course. It was his opinion. 
|| The difference it would make in each house would depend upon how much 
|| they consumed. My last biil for the quarter was £2. 18s. 6d. That was 





|| for the winter quarter. I reside in one of these houses in Fulwood Park. | 


{| The rent of my house is £32 1 year. It stands on one lot anda piece. I | 


|}|have a garden. Most of the houses have gardens. There are three houses 
j;in the row where I live, and two in the one adjoining. The adjoining row 
|,is about six yards from mine. ! do not think that is an exceptional case. 
;|In some places the houses are more scattered than that, and in some 
|| places they are nearer. On the high road there are, I think, ten or twelve 
|| altogether, with only a small garden of a few yards in front. In one or two 
||instances they may be 100 yards apart, but I think it would be the excep- 
jtion. They are not so very much scattered. There are 98 houses. I have 
|| seen a plan drawn for a terrace of 18 new ones. Those are to be on the 
;|east end of the park. They would go to the extreme east end of the park. 
\| They would be half a mile from the barracks. There is no contract en- 
,| tered into about building those houses. The land is purchased. The lots 
|; belong to Mr. Henry Armstrong. I do not know how many lots he has 
| taken, but I recollect that 1 saw the plan which was made about 12 months 
| 180. That is all I know about it. 
|| ‘he room was then cleared ivr the deliberation of the committee, and, on 
| the readmission of the public, 
The CHarrman said the committee understood that the new districts 
were to be withdrawn. 
Mr. Arncu1BALp: Yes, sir. 
The CuairMAn: Then the committee come to these conclusions:—As 
regards the new capital, £150,000, that meets their views. The borrowing 
power to be £30,000. The price of gas to be 4s. 2d. per 1000 cubic feet. 
The illuminating power 18 candles. The called-up capital to be limited to 
£30,000 in the first year, and £15,000 in any subsequent year, until the 
amount is exhausted. The borrowing powers to run pari passu. The divi- 
dend to be7 per cent. on the new capital. As regards Fulwood, the present 
price for private lights to continue until the consumption, ex the barracks, 
and ex the workhouse, shall reach 1 million cubic feet; then the price to 
fall to the same price as at Preston. 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: The price in the borongh to be the price in Fulwood, in 
that event. 

The CiarrmMan: The difference of 10d. exists until the consumption at 
Fulwood, ex the barracks, and ez the workhouse, reaches | million feet. 
When it reaches a million, the same prices are to be charged in Fulwood as 
in Preston, and the public lamps in the same way. 

Mr. ArcHIBALD: Do you mean the consumption in Fulwood Park? 

The Ciaran: No; we do not limit to Fulwood Park; but if the whole 
of Fulwood, ex the barracks, and ev the workhouse, exceeds 1 million fect, 
it is to be charged borough price. 

Mr. Tuomas: And ever thereafter? 

The CHatrman: Yes, and public lamps on the same terms. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: When that event happens. 

The CHatrmMan: Oh, no; you have offered that already. 

Mr. ARCHIBALD: My offer was as a settlement of the whole matter; not 
to give up the public lamps without reference to the other question. 

The CHatrMAN: It is not for us to object to what the corporation have 
agreed to, but the price they pay you is mere than we have allowed other 
bodies to be charged. 

Mr. ArcuIBpaALD: The decision of the committee is, the public lamps in 
Fulwood to be at present the same us in the borough; and the private con- 
sumption, when it reaches 1 million tect, is to be reduced to the same 
charge as in the borough? 

The CHarrman: Yes. 

Mr. Ascrorr (town-clerk of Preston): Is anything settled as to the 
meter-rents? " : 











The CuarrmAn: The committee would suggest that the charge for a 2- 
light meter should be smaller, that the poor man may have the benefit of a 
meter. 





Monpay, Aprit 3. 

The clauses were read, and very little discussion took place on any of 
them, the matters having been arranged previously. 

On the public lighting of Fulwood, 

The Cuarrman said: You must insert a few words to make it compulsory 
upon the company to supply public lamps wherever they have mains, when 
required by the Local Board of Health to do so. 

On the meter-rents clause, 

he CHarrMAN said he would put it to the chairman of the company 
whether it was worth while to run the risk of not having a great many 3- 
light consumers. 4 

Mr. Ascrort said that the observation made by the chairman the other 
day, about the small charge for meters, was very much appreciated in Preston. 

The Cuarrman: I am very glad it meets the views of the consumers. 

Mr. Green: All our consumers hire the meters from the company. 

The Cuarrman: You will have more hired a great deal; and 2s. 6d.!) 
would pay you well, even taking into account the repairs and damages. 

Mr. Ascrort: The spirit of this clause is the same as that upon which 
the corporation have been acting all throughout. 

The CHArrMAN: A poor man cannot buy a meter; and I think the com- 
mittee should take the law into their own hands, and make it compulsory. 

The Cuarrman of the Company: We certainly think there is no profit 
in them. We should prefer that people purchased their own meters. 

The CuairMAN; But they have not the power. 

It was then agreed that 2s. should be the charge for a 2-light meter, 
2s. 6d. for a 3-light, and 4s. for a 5-light. 

The CuarrMAN said that as they had agreed now about the clauses, the 
committee would declare that the preamble, as amended, was proved. It 
had not been their practice, in that committee, to say the preamble was 
proved until the clauses were agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 








heqal intelliqence. 


WEST RIDING ASSIZES. 
Leeps, Monpay, APRIL 3. 
GRANGE ¥, PATELEY BRIDGE GAS AND WATER COMPANY. 

Mr. Manisty, Q.C., Mr. Kempriay, and Mr. Wities appeared for the}, 
plaintiff; and Mr. Macautay, Q.C., and Mr. Mippieton for the defendants. 

The action was brought to recover damages for annoyance to the plaintiff, 
and injury to his property caused by the erection of the works of the de- 
fendants. In 1861 the plaintiff bought a piece of land from Mr. Metcalf, 
the chairman of the company, for the purpose of erecting on it a saw-mill, 
joiner’s shop, and dwelling-house. In 1862 the mill, and in 1863 the house 
were built. It was in the latter year that the company was formed; and in 
October of that year, as the plaintiff was about to enter the house, the de- 
fendants began to erect their gas-works close adjoining. The principal damage 
alleged to have been caused by the operations in the works to the plaintiff’s 
property was to a pure well, which supplied water to the mill and dwelling- 
house. The damages were laid at £200. H 

His Lorpsurp suggested, before evidence was taken, that the matter 
should be referred. 

Mr. Macavtay stated that, when the writ was served upon the defendants, 
in January, they at once investigated the state of the well, found that it had 
been polluted by gas liquor from their works permeating the soil, and im- 
mediately took steps to put it to rights, which had been effectual so far as 
the prevention of injury for the future was concerned. As to the annoyance 
caused by the erection by the defendants of a low chimney, which sent smoke 
and cinders into the plaintiff’s premises, Mr. Manisty would not agree toa 
reference. 

After hearing the plaintiff’s exidence, an agreement was come to to accept 
a verdict for the plaintiff for 40s., with certiticate to refer to Mr. Filliter, of 
Leeds, to ascertain and certify what, if any, further damages plaintiff is 
entitled to; what, if anything, should be done by the parties. Costsof refer- 
ence and award to be at the discretion of the arbitrator. 


Miscellaneous News. 


COMMERCIAL GAS COMPANY. 


The Ordinary General Meeting of the Proprietors of this Company was 
held at the London Tavern, on Friday, the 7th of April—CHar.es Sauispury 
Buzzer, Esq., M.P., in the chair. 

The Cuarran read the notice convening the meeting, and the corporate 
seal wus affixed to the register of proprietors. 

The SecRETARY (Mr. Jaques) read the minutes of the last meeting, and 
the following report and statement of accounts was then presented :— 

The directors have the pleasure of submitting their report and statement of the 
accounts of the company for the half year ending the 31st of December last, showing 
that a profit has been realized of £27,780. 14s. 2d., which will enable the directors 
to recommend a dividend of 5 per cent. for the half year, together with the balance 
of arrears of dividend. 2 : 

The directors have intimated to the public a reduction in the price of gas to 4s. 
per 1000 cubic feet, from and after the 31st of March last. The directors have, not- 
withstanding the reduction in price, determined to continue the supply of gas 
to the consumers of the same quality and purity as heretofore. 

The new gasholder has been in operation during the past winter, and has worked 
to the entire satisfaction of the directors. ‘The additional retort-house, coal-stores, 
&e., mentioned in the preceding report, are nearly completed. The outlay upon 
these works has been provided for by the payment of the call in January last. 

The directors have to lament the death of their late colleague, George Starkins 
Wallis, Esq., and they bear willing testimony to the efficient services rendered by 








that gentleman to the company. Richard Bradshaw, Esq., has been elected to fill 
the vacant seat at the board. 
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STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS, 
Showing the Actual State and Condition of the Concerns of the Commercial Gas Company, for the Six Months, ending the 31st day of December, 1864, || 
I. CapitaL.—State of the Account at the End of the ab 


ove Six Months. 
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The CHAtRMAN: Gentlemen, in moving the adoption of the report, there 
are one or two points only upon which I think it necessary to direct your 
attention. 
you vend must necessarily be one of great interest to you. To the Com- 
mercial Gas Company the questions of quality and price have always been of 
paramount importance, and I am sure many of you will remember that the 
first step taken by the company was to’ reduce the price of gas 30 per cent. 
To those who remember the circumstances, I need not say that this reduc- 
tion was made in the interest of the consumer, and in the belief that the 
statements made to us by those who were interested in getting up our com- 
pany were correct; but there are gentlemen present who well remember that 
our proprietors were without dividend, and your directors without remunera- 
tion for a considerable time; they remember also the struggle that occurred, 
and the eventual success of this company consequent upon the close applica- 
tion and energetic perseverance of the gentlemen by whom I am surrounded. 
Well, gentlemen, bearing in mind all these circumstances, you will naturally 
require to be informed why your directors have made a general reduction in 
the price of gas before the reserved fund contemplated and authorized by 
the Act of 1860 has been secured. Now, although I am of opinion that the 
reduction we have made is wise, I frankly own that I cannot give you a rea- 
son that shall be entirely satisfactory to my own mind, and I can scarcely 
suppose, therefore, that it will be soto you. The facts, however, are simply 
these: the consumers have always given to us a willing and hearty support, 
and we have, as you know, always felt it to be as much a part of our duty to 
care for their interests as we have for the interests of the proprietors of the 
company ; it has been by this course of procedure that ‘h mutual feeling of 
confidence has been engendered, and I own I believe this operated very much 
with my colleagues. I know it did withme. We wereallanxious, likewise, to 
make this reduction, if possible, at a period when (although there might be 
agitation in other districts) all with us was peace, and a total absence of 
complaint. Well, gentlemen, the consequence of this just and conciliatory 


in order to sow the seeds of discord, the consumers give them the cold 
shoulder. They wisely bear in mind that they have nothing to gain, but 
everything to lose, by following the lead of these interested schemers— 
originators of companies—men who suggest by way of benefiting the con- 
sumer the doubling the capital, to duplicate the mains throughout an exten- 
sive district—the expenditure consequent upon double staff, labour, and out- 
lay. Ibelieve that our consumers, at all events, are pretty well aware of the 
folly of all this, and that it must end in one of two things, either the ruin 
of one or both the companies so circumstanced, or the J 
consumers of the interest or dividend upon the additional capital—that 
is, upon double the capital really necessary for the supply. Well, gentlemen, 
looking at all these circumstances, and, as I have before said, with a sincere 
desire to benefit those who have stood by us, we have reduced the price 
throughout the whole of our district to 4s. per 1000 cubic feet ; and we have 
now only to hope that this reduction will meet your approval. I should add 
that, with reference to the quality and illuminating power, no change will 
be made, unless it be for the better. 1 can scarcely, however, believe this to 
be possible ; but we live in days of progress, and the thoughtful and prolific 
mind of our engineer is always at work to this end. I am pleased to be able 
to assure you that there is a general approval of the quality of the gas 
throughout our district. You are aware that examiners are appointed by the 
various local boards, to whom it is their duty to report periodically as to the 
quality and illuminating power of the gas. If it should be above the standard 
required by the Act of Parliament, we have no notice, nor do we receive any- 
body’s thanks for giving more than we are required to give; but if, on the 
contrary, there should be even the smallest im 
that the local boards would be down upon us. If, then, there is this absence 
of complaint by the local authorities, by the consumers, and by the examiners, 











We have examined the above accounts, and certify them to be correct. 


The question of a material reduction in the price of the article | 


policy is, that when agitating gas orators make their way into our district, | 


payment by the | 


7} I need not tell you | 





















0 are — oe © ed «© @ « eee. £25 0 0 Various. | £415,279 10 0 | 
CommercisL Gas Act, 
15 & 16 Vicrorra, cap. 155. . { 
Penn On - Rate per Cent. | Amount. |! 
easel ———— Rieti i} 
a, ee a a a ar on ne ee e%e es GO + oO 6 4 | 500 0 0 
| 
| Totalcapital . £415,779 10 0 
Il. Ruvenve.—<Account during the above Six Months. 
RECEIPT. EXPENDITURE. 
Balance brought forward. . . . ‘ea. « £4411 Management— 
Sale of gas— Directors allowances Gr ci £ 750 0 0 
At 4s. 5d. per 1000 feet . £57,696 6 2 | Salaries of secretary and clerks . 1,327 5 9 
Public lighting and contracts 7,204 16 5 Collectors commission and pay . 492 0 10 
64,901 2 7 Rent, rates, and taxes of effices . 50 0 0 
Sale of residual products-— Stationery, printing, and gencral 
Joke is om ellos charges. ... - * 
Breeze. av we lear Se Payment to auditors 
Se on ce Manufacture of gas— £4,( 7 5 
Ammoniacalliquid. . . . Coals, including carriage, dues, &c. 
12,580 7 1 Purifying materials. ° . 
Miscellaneous receipts . . « » a ‘ 438 7 0 Supervision and labour . 
Tools and otherimplements. . . 
Ordinary repair and maintenance of 
Ss a Se ek 5,338 18 1 
| Rents, rates, and taxes of manufac- 
| tory . ‘ 1,646 2 1 
{ -_—— 1,836 18 1! 
| Distribution, including service-mains, pipes, &c.— 
Ordinary repair and maintenance . ee . 1,013 2 10 
| Meters— 
| Restoring and replacing P — 203 10 9 
} Law and parliamentary c ; £37 3 0 
| Interest paid from profits on £ ’ - 
rowed capital, at per cent. 53 10 8 
aed 9013 8 
| Balance for shareholders profit, S« ore , Seu 3 
£77,063 179 £77,963 17 9 | 


Cuartes Sarispury Burier, Chairman. 
Grorce Jaques, Secretary. 
I think we may fairly assume that our engineer faithfully adheres to the in- 
| structions we give him, to supply the public with such a quality of gas as 
will always secure to the consumer a very considerable margin of benefit over | | 

| the requirements of the Act. I say, gentlemen, if we do this, and if we wil- 
| lingly make such fair reduction in the price as we may from time to time be 
enabled to do, I think the good sense of the gas consumers will convince 
them that they have nothing to gain by following the lead of scheming gas 
agitators, who would for purposes of their own recklessly ecatter and destroy | 
millions of capital—much of it held in trust for widows and orphan children, 
to whom the punctual payment of their little income is of vital consequence. 
Happily, if we do our duty, our property is shielded by the high official to whom 
we all look with every confidence. It is the duty of the Secretary of State to 
bear the scales evenly, and I believe he will doeo. It is my firm conviction, | 
therefore, that gas property is now safe from every unfair attack. And now, 
gentlemen, permit me a few words with reference to our works and working | 
operations. The large gasholder, about which so many of you and some of our 
board have been anxious, has performed its duty evenly and well. There 
has not been any hitch in the working since it was started, and it will, I hope, 
be a lasting evidence of the ability and energy of our excellent engineer. On 
reference to our capital account, you will find that it amounts to £376,271. 1l1s., 
an increase upon the half year ending June, 1864, of £15,078. 18s. 9d. 
This increase is due to!plant, £12,800. 16s, 5d.; mains, £986. 11s, 11d.; 
services, £176. lls. 5d.; and meters, £1114. 19s,.: together, as I have said, 
| £15,078. 18s. 9d. You will observe that after plant the item ‘ meters” 
stands at £1114. 19s. I think you will agree thet this item for half a year’s 
working shows that our company is still increasing. No doubt there remains 
considerable open land in various parts of the district which will shortly be 
built upon, and thus materially extend the rental of the company. The 
| rental for the year 1864 amounted to £124,840. ds. 2d.; for the preceding 
year, 1863, it was £116,919. 16s. 1d., showing an increase upon the year of 
| £7930. 9s. ld. Our expenditure for coal (for we have not yet adopted mag- | 
| nesium or petroleum) for the half year ending December, 1864, was 
| £29,231. 1s. 8d.; for the corresponding six months of the preceding year it 
| amounted to £26,584. 8s. 4d., showing an additional expenditure of | 
| £2646. 133. 4d. for the past six months. Before leaving the subject of coal, | | 
| it is right I should mention that a large proportion of this addition to the 
cost is due to the great increase in our purchase of cannel coal; in poiné of 
fact we have, with a view to increase the illuminating power of the gas, 
doubled our purchase of this description of coal. I am happy to say that we 
have realized on the average 103d. per chaldron more for coke during the 
past half year. The total receipts for all products amount to £12,580. 7s. 1d. ; 
for the preceding six months it was £11,710. 0s. 11d. The unaccounted-for 
gas stands at 10°34. I doubt if my good-friend, Mr. Rhodes, will expect to 
see it at a much lower point. Gentlemen, I have now glanced rapidly at 
the various items of receipt and expenditure in our manufacturing depart- 
ment. If you require further explanation we shall be happy to give it. It 
now only remains for me to explain to you that you have to elect three direc- |; 
tors to fill the places of those who go out of office by rotation, if you should}. 
be of opinion that they have failed in the performance of their duty. With re- 
ference to two of them, my friends Messrs. Wilson and Beeton, they bave | 
served you long and faithfully. I have watched their conduct for more than || 
26 years in your service, and I own I think you cannot do better than re-elect 
them ; they are both in excellent health, and well able to work for you. || 
I am afraid I cannot say as much with regard to the third, he has grown|/ 
; old in your service, and it may be desirable to replace him with an abler and 
| a better man. If, however, it should be your determination to re-elect him, |} 
} I can only say that if he cannot bring as much energy as in bygone times | 
| to your service, he will at least do his best to promote the interests of the | 
| company; but all this, gentlemen, is for your consideration. We have to} 
| lament the death of our old friend and colleague, Mr. George Starkins Wallis. 
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Originally a stout opponent of our company, he became, from conviction, one 
of its best friends. He was devoted to your service; he expressed thoughtful 
opinions, he was a kind-hearted man, and I have reason to say, a warm 
and faithful friend. My colleagues unanimously elected Mr. Richard Brad- 
shaw to the vacant seat; and as that gentleman’s family have resided 100 
years in the Tower Hamlets, he is so well known that it is quite unnecessary 
for me to explain further. Our valued friend, Mr. Marsh (one of the au- 
ditors), will go out of office by rotation. 
will be difficult to find a better man; and I have no doubt you will feel 
pleasure in re-electing him. It only remains for me to thank you for having 
listened so forbearingly to me; aud to move that the report and accounts be 
received, adopted, and entered on the minutes. 

Mr. Ruopes seconded the motion, and expressed his satisfaction with the 
chairman’s announcement-as to the reduction of the price of gas in the dis- 
trict supplied by the company. From his own inquiries among the con- 
sumers, he was able to corroborate the statement that great satisfaction pre- 
vailed, and that the illuminating power of the company’s gas was uniformly 
such as to meet every requirement of the public. While the company dealt 
thus liberally with their consumers, there was no fear of any complaints, nor 
of the success of agitators in any attempt to get up a competing company. 
He would like the chairman to inform the meeting whether it was probable 
that the shareholders would have a call made upon them this year. 

Mr. J. H. Witson (deputy-chairman): The capital is all paid up. 

Mr. Gray said it was quite unnecessary for him to occupy the time of the 
meeting at any length, because his worthy friend the chairman had gone so 
fully into everything connected with the affairs of the company, and given 


could not help, however, expressing his gratification at the manner in which 
the directors had met the consumers on the question of a reduction in the 
price of gas. It would have been very unadvisable to resist the concession, 
and the directors had made the reduction, as he believed, at a fit and proper 
time. It must be obvious to every one that gas companies must always be 
anxious to do everything to conciliate the consumers; but when demands 
were made which were of an unreasonable character, and which, if acceded 
to, must very much depreciate the property of shareholders, it was the para- 
mount duty of the directors to offer to such demands every opposition in their 
power. The proprietors were all aware of the agitation which had lately been 
carried on by a set of paid agitators—men who had nothing of their own at 
stake—with a view to create discontent in the public mind, and to damage 
the property of gas companies. It would be gratifying to the proprietors to 
know that the various bills which had been laid before Parliament by the 
metropolitan and other companies this session, had nearly all passed through 
cominittee without the slightest alteration being made in them at the instance 
of these demagogues. He thought this fact was, in itself, the highest com- 
pliment that could be paid to the companies, because it proved that the com- 
mittees of the House of Commons were convinced the companies generally were 
not neglecting their duty, nor extracting from the public that unfair and ex- 
orbitant return for their capital which those reckless individuals he had referred 
to endeavoured to convince the public they were doing. It was gratifying toevery 
right-minded person to know that men who could hazard such assertions.as were 
freely made in public meetings convened for the purpose of abusing the gas 
companies, had been thoroughly defeated, and that there was now, as stated 
by the chairman, a reasonable prospect of peace for some time tocome. That 
peace, however, might unexpectedly be disturbed ; the gas companies would 
do nothing to provoke dissatisfaction in the public mind. They were pre- 
pared now, as he believed they had always been, to fulfil all the engagements 
which Parliament imposed upon them in respect of the illuminating power 
and price of gas, and if opposition should arise they would be as ready to jus- 
tify their conduct as they had ever been. With reference to the quality of 
their gas, he believed the Commercial Company, as well as the City Com- 
pany, had exceeded the parliamentary standard, and given to the public 
16 per cent. more illuminating power than they were under obligation to do. 
And, notwithstanding this liberal conduct on their part, there had been a 
considerable amount of excitement in the City of London, and a clamour had 
been raised against the companies which supplied there which was perfectly 
unjustifiable in every respect. He believed there were a set of people in the 
metropolis who if they had gas supplied to them for nothing would demand 
something from the companies for obliging them by consuming it. Persons 
who were extremely tenacious of their own profits were sometimes very 
unwilling that others who had embarked their capital in gas-works 
should have any profit at all. There was one question which he 
wished to ask the chairman in reference to the accounts now before them 
He observed that the sum received for residual products during the last half 
year was £12,580, and that the rental for gas was £64,901. The Phoenix 
Company, with a rental of £80,623, realized for residual products no less 
than £22,042. He did not at all understand the reason of this difference, 
though no doubt it was capable of explanation. 

Mr. Curist1e (a director) said the probability was the Phenix Company 
charged to this account ali they consumed in the shape of coke on the works. 

Mr. Witson said the amount charged in these accounts was the actual 


| money received by the company. 


_ Mr. Gray said the Phoenix Company realized £2174 for tar, and, accord- 
ing to these accounts, the Commercial Company received only £1532; for 
atamoniaeal liquor, the Phoenix Company realized £1618, and the Commer- 
cial only £476. He was satisfied that there was a mistake somewhere, be- 
cause he could not suppose there was so great a discrepancy in the two returns. 

Mr. Jongs, the company’s engineer, said, with respect to the tar and am- 
moniacal liquor, there were extra expenses for caual dues, &c., and extra ex- 
penses for travelling up to and from the Commercial works, which was not 
the case with the Phenix Company. It might be that the same remark 
applied to the coke. The Commercial Company also took off their fuel 
account, which he apprehended the Phenix Company did not do. 

Mr. Ifaynus asked, with reference to some new shares, whether they had 
been dealt with, or were intended to be dealt with. 

The CuAmRMAN said they had long since been dealt with and wholly 
paid up. 

Mr. Haynes said he thought there were some new shares which had not 
been taken up by the proprietors. 

_ The CHAIRMAN said there were some old shares, amounting to between 
500 and 600. ‘These it was not proposed to deal with; at least, the question 
had not been under the consideration of the board. 

Mr. Haynes said he presumed, as the new shares were fully paid up, 
they would participate in the dividend in eommon with the old shares, and 
that there would be no distinction between the two classes. P 

The Secretary: There is no distinction at all. 

Mr. Samuets: What is the amount of capital unissued ? 

The CuarrMan: There are between 500 and 600 shares of £25 each 
amounting to £12,738. . 

Mr. Samurets: Then, if more capital is required you will have to go to 








Parliament ? 


| 


I may be excused for saying that it | 


| such as to encourage any one to belong to it. 
the proprietors all the information they could possibly desire to possess. He | 


| evil and through good report. 





The CHarrMan: Yes, after these are paid up, but we do not anticipate 
going to Parliament for some time. 

The motion was then put, and carried unanimously. 

The Crateman : I have now to move—“ That, pursuant to the recommen- 
dation of the board of directors, a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. for the 
half year ending December 31, last, be now declared, and that checks for the 
same be forwarded to the shareholders on Monday, the 10th instant.” 

Two per cent. on account of arrears would be included, less'the income-tax. 

Mr. Ruonpes seconded the motion, which was put, and carried nem. con. 

On the motion of Mr. Gray, the retiring directors, Mr: C. Salisbury Butler, 
Mr. J. Holbert Wilson, and Mr. Robert Beeton, were severally re-elected. 

The CHairMAn, on behalf of his colleagues and himself, acknowleged the 
vote. He said these repeated marks of regard did not pass unnoticed or 
unappreciated by the directors, They felt deeply the kindness exhibited 
towards them, and the confidence which the proprietors continued to repose 
in them, and they could only again assure them that no exertion on the part 
of the members of the board would be wanted toensure the continued pros- 
perity of the company. 

The retiring auditor, Mr. Marsh, was also re-elected, and returned thanks 
for his appointment. 

Mr. BrusHFIeExp said, before the proprietors left the room, he wished to 
claim their attention for a few minutes in reference to a subject which had 
long been upon his mind. When the Commercial Gas Company was formed, 
it had to struggle for a considerable period for the maintenance of its very 
existence, and the estimation in which it was held by the public was not 
A year before he joined it, he 
had an offer made to him of sufficient shares to qualify him for a seat at the| 
board. He refused the proffered honour, for he felt at that time afraid to en- 
danger the little property he had by embarking in such an undertaking, 
Their affairs were then in as low a condition as they could possibly be, 
although now they had the happiness of knowing that the concern had 
reached a state of prosperity beyond the most sanguine expectation. During | 
the period of the company’s struggles and trials, there were gentlemen who 
were willing to bear the brunt of the contest, and they stood by it through 

They must have had large hearts and good | 
hope to justify their conviction that it could ever arrive at such a condition | 
as they now witnessed. ‘The proprietors owed to those gentlemen a debt 
of obligation for the courage and patience with which they carried on! 
the concern under such desperate circumstances as those to which he had 
briefly alluded. He believed the promrietors were not unmindful of those | 
services, and they had on many occasions expressed by resolution the sense 
they entertained of the services of the early directors of the company. There 
was one gentleman to whom they were under special obligations in this re- 
spect; he referred to their honoured chairman, and he (Mr. Brushfield), 
without having consulted with any one, but believing in his conscience that 
it would meet with a hearty response, had now a proposition to make with | 
reference to Mr. C. Salisbury Butler. He did not mean to ask them to offer | 
any pecuniary acknowledgment to that gentleman for his invaluable ser- 
vices. It was not needful, for Mr. Butler was raised as high as any man 
could be in social position, nor did he ask them to offer him any personal 
testimonial, but he desired them to do themselves honour by requesting 
the chairman to consent to have his likeness painted to adorn the! 
board-room of the company. He took shame to himself, as he, 
had not the slightest doubt that many of the proprietors present | 
would do, that such a proposition had never been made before; and 
during a recent illness the subject had been so pressed upon his conscience 








| 
| 





that he determined, if ever permitted to attend another half-yearly meeting, | | 


he would discharge the duty which he had now undertaken. He had watched 
Mr. Butler’s career for many years; he came into the company as a deadly 
enemy, and became a member of the board in a spirit of antagonism to that 
gentleman ; but he had lived to learn his worth, and if now he could hardly | 
regard himself as worthy to be called his friend, he claimed to be one of his 
warmest and heartiest admirers. He would appeal to Mr. Gray whether, | 
during the agitation which a few years ago arose in the metropolis, when gas | 
property in general was placed in the greatest jeopardy, the proprietors of 
this company and of every other company did not reap the greatest possible | 
advantage from the services which the chairman was able to afford them. A 
large portion of the benefit which not only the shareholders in these compa- | 
nies but also the public derived from the Metropolis Gas Act—and he believed | 
the public would ultimately gain more from it than the proprietors of gas | 
shares—was owing to his indefatigable exertions. 
the one he had previously alluded to, he asked the meeting to accept by 
acclamation the proposition he had made. | 
Mr. Gray bore his willing testimony to the great assistance which all gas 
companies received from the unwearied exertions of their worthy friend in 
the chair. He agreed with Mr. Brushfield that the Act of 1860 was an Act 
more beneficial to the consumers of gas, while it protected the interests of 
those who had embarked their capital in the manufacture of gas, than any 
Act which had passed the Legislature. 
became law, no one had reason to complain; but, had it passed in the form 
in which it was introduced, no gas proprietor would have had the least con- 
trol over his property. He was glad to hear the proposition made by Mr. 
Brushfield, and heartily concurred in the propriety of a complimentary 
testimonial being raised to Mr. Butler. } 
The proposition was most cordially responded to by the meeting. 
The CHAIRMAN said the flattering terms in which he had been alluded to! 
utterly prevented his saying anything on the present occasion, and he would | 
not attempt to express the feelings which the proposition of Mr. Brushfield, | 
and the response it had received, worked in his mind. He would only say | 
that from his heart he thanked the proprietors. He knew of no compliment! 
which could be more gratifying to him than to be assured that by means of | 
this testimonial, his memory would be preserved in all future time by the 
shareholders of the Commercial Gas Company. 
A vote of thanks to the directors terminated the business of the day. 


} 


| 





IMPERIAL GASLIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 

The Half-Yearly General Meeting of the Proprietors of this Company was! 
held on Thursday, April 13, at the Offices of the Company, John Street, | 
Bedford Row—E. V. Ricuarps, Esq., governor, in the chair. 

The SrecrEerary read the notice convening the meeting; and the seal of 
the company having been affixed to the shareholders register, 

The Governor read the following report :— 

At a special general meeting held on the 3rd of last month, your directors informed 
the shareholders that the increasing demand upon the company for gas, and the con- 
sequent extension of the company’s mains and productive power, had rendered 
necessary an application to Parliament for authority to raise additional capital and 
‘obtain more land. 

Your directors have now to report that the committee of the House of Commons 
have declared the preamble of the company’s bill to have been proved ; but they! 
have at the same time inserted clauses at the instance of the opponents to the mea-| 


sure, by which several new obligations are imposed upon the company. 











Coupling this fact with | | 


In the form in which it ultimately | | 
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The bill, as amended by the committee, limits the dividends on the new capital to 

raised under its provisions to 74 per cent. 

It requires that the calls on the new capital shall be made by instalments, the 
amounts of which shall not exceed £325,000 in the first year, nor more than £162,500 
in any subsequent year ; and it compels the company to borrow on bond from time 
to time to the extent of one-fourth of each instalment before any additional capital 
can be called up. 

It further obliges the company to reduce their charge for gas from 4s. 6d. to 4s. 
per 1000 cubic feet as a maximum price for five years from the 30th of June next ; 
and it requires that the illuminating power shall be raised from 12 to 14 sperm 
candles, to be tested by a standard burner, which is fully described. 

The company are also required to refer to arbitration the claims of the owners of 
some property situate near the site of the proposed new works at Bow and the ex- 
tended works at Fulham, for tion for the supposed injury they will sustain 
by reason of the construction of the company’s works. 

Subject to these stringent conditions, the powers sought by the company with 
respect to the amount of share and borrowed capital to be raised and the quantity 
of land to be held, have been conceded to them. 

The bill will not be read a third time in the House of Commons till after Easter, 
and has still to undergo a further inquiry before a committee in the House of Lords. 
The restrictions at present proposed to be laid on the company are undoubtedly 
onerous, but your directors hope that, with an extending business, the proposed re- 
duction in the price of gas, even though that gas is to be of a somewhat higher 

uality, may not materially affect the permanent interests of the company. They 
therefore recommend the shareholders to meet the views of their opponents, and 
accept the bill as it now stands. 

It will be the duty of your directors to summon a special meeting of shareholders, 
if occasion should require it, before the bill receives the Royal Assent. 

According to the notice which has been given, your directors request the authority 
of the shareholders, on the present occasion, to borrow, on the security of the com- 
pany’s bonds, the sum of £179,000, which is the balance of the borrowing power 
under the Act of 1854 not yet exercised. A large portion of this sum will have to 
be expended during the present year in providing additional retort-houses and 





gasholders at the Fulham and Shoreditch stations, as well as for additional mains, | 


to meet the demand upon the company during next winter; and the balance is 
needed to increase the floating capital, which it is obvious must be larger in amount 
as the company’s business extends. Arrangements have been made for commencing 
the new works immediately; contracts have been taken for a portion; and the 
whole must be pressed forward as expeditiously as possible, so that the company’s 
power of production may be fully equal to the demand upon it. 

The statements of the accounts of the company for the half year ending the 31st of 
December last, which will be read to the meeting as usual, show that there has been 
a profit on the half year sufficient to pay a dividend on the company’s share capital 
at the rate of £10 per cent. per annum; and your directors recommend that a divi- 
dend at that rate be declared accordingly. ‘The balance on the profit and loss, after 
payment of the dividend, must, as the shareholders are aware, be invested in aug- 
mentation of the reserve-fund. 

It is usual to state at the April meeting that the responsibility of the several 
sureties taken by the company for the due performance of offices of trust have been 


inquired into, and your directors have to report that this investigation has been 


made according to the by-laws of the company. 

In pursuance of the provisions of the Act ot Incorporation, four directors and one 
of the auditors go out of office by efflux of time. They are eligible for re-election, 
and offer themselves accordingly. 

The SECRETARY having read the statement of accounts, 

The Cuatrman said: Gentlemen, I propose, in the first instance, to direct 
your attention to one of the latter paragraphs of the report, which refers to 
our financial position. Ian happy again to be able to congratulate you on 
the satisfactory state of our decounts. We are enabled to pay you what I 
may now call, I think, our usual dividend, at the rate of 10 per cent. per 
annum, and, in addition, te carry over a balance to the reserve-fund, on the 
augmentation of which we can alone depend for a reduction in the price of 
gas. No doubt you observe that the report is mainly occupied with reference 
to the bill we now have before Parliament; and Ihave no doubt that thatis a 
topic uppermost in your minds, Before I enter upon that, allow me to say 
that a matter was mentioned by an honourable proprietor, at the last half- 
yearly meeting, having reference to the salaries of the directors, We think 
it extremely desirable that this matter should at all events be postponed for 
the present; and the honourable proprietor who gave the notice, with that 
kind consideration for our wishes which you are all so prone to show, has 
consented to postpone the subject until the next meeting. The bill that we 
have in Parliament has been before the select committee of the House of 
Commons; and by them it has been determined that the preamble bas been 
proved, subject to certain alterations in the clauses, to which I will call atten- 
tion more in detail hereafter. It has now to be carried up to the House and 
reported upon. At that stage it is not usual to meet with any sort of opposi- 
tion. There has, however, been notice given of an amendment to be pro- 
posed upon the consideration of the report; but we have good ground for 
thinking that the opposition will not be of any serious character. Our at- 
tention will be kept alive to it. After that, it has to be formally read a 
third time before the House of Commons; and then we shall commence de 
novo to go through the same extremely unpleasant process in the Lords as 
we have already done in the Commons. It would be idle to conceal that we 
hear rumours that there is to be considerable opposition in the House of 
Lords. Sometimes, rumours of that sort are found, when the time comes, to 
indicate much more than the result proves. I hope such will be the case; 
but no effort of ours will be wanting in the House of Lords to watch over 
your interests to the very best of our power. In the House of Commons, 


the parishes of St. Pancras and Marylebone were not in time with | 


their petitions ; and certain gentlemen who nominally were called consumers 
of gas appeared to oppose the bill. In fact, the parishes of Marylebone and 
St. Pancras were the real opponents under the petition of the gas consumers. 
We did not in the least complain of it; indeed, we heartily wished that 
instead of being obliged to appear, asit were, behind the curtain, they had put 
themselves in a position at once to come forward openly and investigate the 
whole matter thoroughly. The case of the parish of St. Pancras was mainly 
entrusted to the parish of Marylebone, and it is due to those gentlemen who 
conducted the opposition to say that they did so in as courteous and business- 
like a way as any gentlemen ever conducted an opposition in the House of 
Commons. They pressed strongly for an assurance as to the period when we 
would be prepared to make a reduction in the price of gas, and we thought it 
right to promise that we would reduce the price from 4s. 6d. to 4s. per 1000 
cubic feet on and after the Ist of July next. This result is briefly stated, 
but it took some considerable time and labour to arrive at it; and I should 
not do justice to the feelings of my colleagues and myself if I did not take 
this opportunity of publicly acknowledging the very great obligations we con- 
sider ourselves under to our secretary, Mr. Chubb. I have not before had an 
opportunity of mentioning his name to you since he has occupied the very 
responsible position which he holds. I can only say that the directors are 
of opinion that Mr. Chubb conducted this matter with very great zeal and 
energy, and with remarkable tact and temper, and that we are deeply in- 
debted to him for the skill, energy, and activity which he displayed. Mr. 
Chubb’s management, not only in relation to the bill in Parliament, but also 
in connexion with the general business of the company, gives us ample 
ground for believing that he will be found equal to the conduct of what 
remains of the present rey eevee A contest. I need hardly say we should 
have preferred the omission from the bill of those new conditions which it 
imposes on us. The period has been one of considerable anxiety to the 











| They will then go before an arbitrator, to prove damage if they can; and that} 














directors, who have had to weigh carefully all the circumstances, and protect, 
to the best of their ability, the important interests entrusted to them. Ag 
respects the reduction in the price of gas, it is their full expectation 
that a largely extended business will be the result of that measure, and 
that ultimately, at all events, the company will not suffer by the con. 
cession which has been made. You will remember there were some questions 
raised at the last meeting as to what the probable dividend on the 
new capital would be. Some gentlemen were sanguine enough to believe that 
we should get 10 per cent. We have, in fact, got what may now be con- 
sidered the maximum dividend allowed by Parliament to gas companies seek- 
ing to increase their capital—viz., 7} per cent. That we hope to be able to 
maintain through the House of Lords. Another point is the illuminating! 
power. Whereas the illuminating power under the Act of 1860 stood at} 
12 sperm candles, from the pressure put upon us by these powerful parishes, 
we have been compelled to give 14-sperm-candle gas, to be tested by a par- 
ticular burner, which is defined by the Act. We have taken the advice of} 
our engineers on the question, and ascertained most carefully the cost which 
that obligation will probably entail upon us. We have confidence in their 
estimates, but we, at the same time, anticipate that an improvement in the 
uality of the gas will also tend to extend its use, and consequently increase | 
the company’s business. There were other opponents to the bill, on the| 
ground of the personal injury which we should do to their property, both at | 
Bow and at Fulham, and who stated that the injury was not of a character to 
entitle them to compensation under the Lands Clauses Act, have had pro- 
visions introduced enabling them to obtain compensation by arbitration, if| 
at any time we erect works in a position which they allege damages them. | 





does not seem a very unfair proposition. These are the principal features of | 
the bill ; but I shall be happy to answer any questions. We were compelled, | 
by the commissioners of Her Majesty’s Board of Works, to give an under- 
taking not to erect any works for the manufacture of gas within a certain distance 
of Victoria Park ; and, dealing with a body so powerful, it was hopeless to con- | 
tend against them. We hope the value of our land for manufacturing pur- | 
poses will not be materially affected, and we think we shall have enough left 
for ourselves within the prescribed area. I shall now formally move— 
‘‘ That the report now read be received and entered on the minutes,” i| 
Mr. Ruopes seconded the motion. \} 
A SHAREHOLDER said he had listened with attention to the remarks of the || 
chairman as to the reduction in price and dividend on the new capital. He/} 
was not surprised at the latter, but was astonished at the reduction in price, 
| 





seeing that 4s. 6d. was fixed upon only four or five years ago. Before con-! 
senting to any such reduction to 4s., as proposed, he thought there ought to 
be a general understanding among all the companies that that should be the 
minimum. He advocated the buying up of some of their liabilities with a || 
portion of the company’s income. | 
The CHAIRMAN reminded the hon. proprietor that such a course was illegal. | | 
The SHAREHOLDER continued by saying that he was glad to find that it || 
was intended in future to print and publish the report and accounts, and 
thought it was a step in the right direction. Hy 
Mr. LANGDALE would like to know whether the revenue accounts would 
be kept under two heads, showing the income respectively from the old and 
the new capital; because otherwise the 10 per cent. on the old capital might 
not be so secure as it should be. He agreed with the last speaker, that || 
a to be some understanding between the gas companies never to go || 
elow 4s. 
Mr. Ruopes suggested that the discussion, with respect to the mode in || 
which the new capital shouldgbe raised, was useless, as the bill had not passed. | 
The CHAIRMAN thought Mr. Rhodes had taken the right view of the ques- || 
tion ; when the Act was obtained these questions of detail could be discussed, 
With reference to the proposal that there should be an understanding be- 
tween the several gas companies that they should not go below 4s., he would || 
never be a party to any such combination. What they had to do was to pay || 
their legitimate dividend, and if that could be done by selling gas at 2s. 6d. || 
per 1000 cubic feet, so much the better. ‘The company would endeavour to || 
serve the public in the most liberal spirit; the manufacture of gas would be | 
carried on with the greatest care and economy, and the price reduced to the ) 
lowest point consistent with the dividend on the ‘capital invested, at the!, 
earliest possible moment. | 
SHAREHOLDER concurred with the chairman in the view that there 
should be no combination, but that they should sell gas as cheaply as possible, | | 
paying the parliamentary dividend. ‘ 
A resolution authorizing the payment of a dividend of 50s, per share on |; 
the old, and 45s. per share on the new shares, was unanimously carried. 
A resolution empowering the directors to borrow on mortgage bonds of the || 
company a sum not exceeding, in the aggregate, £179,000, was also passed. 
The retiring directors and auditor were unanimously re-elected. 
The CHAIRMAN, in answer toa proprietor, stated that when a vacancy) 
occurred in the direction, by the Companies Clauses Act the board might fill 


| up such vacancy, the director so elected going out by efflux of time, when || 


the gentleman who preceded him would have retired ; and upon offering him- || 
self for re-election, the proprietors could, if they so desired, reject him. 1 

A vote of thanks to the chairman and the board generally having been! 
cordially adopted, a brief acknowledgment by the chairman brought the pro- | 
ceedings to a close. 
{| 

PREPARATION OF SULPHATE OF AmMoNnIA.—MM. Margueritte, Lalouet || 
De Sourdeval, and Worms of Romilly, have, with the co-operation of the || 
able director of the Compagnie Richer, established at Bondy a large factory | 
of sulphate of ammonia, producing daily from 7000 to 8000 kilogs. The|| 
raw material is the liquor of the Bondy basins, which is merely the liquor of | 
cesspools left to stand for a time sufficient to exhaust the fermentation, and | 
transform the urea into carbonate of ammonia, the solution of which is| 
decanted. Ammonia exists in these liquids in the state of sesquicarbonate or | 
bicarbonate. The distilled ammoniacal liquid, which is perfectly limpid, | 
marks 18° on Baume’s areometer, and even more than that, for the solid} 
carbonate may be obtained. Ammoniacal sulphate and hydrochlorate are | 
prepared by the direct action of the ammoniacal liquid on sulphuric acid at 
55°, or hydrochloric acid at 22°. The evaporated salts are sublimed in the 
ordinary manner on hearths heated by the waste heat. The manufacture of 
ammoniacal salts will before long absorb all the liquids daily carried to|) 
Bondy; and if, as it is to be hoped, some means are found to accelerate the 
production of powdered night-soil, the manufactory of Bondy, which is 
very favourably situated, will become no greater nuisance than others of its 
kind. M. Margueritte is now engaged on a new improvement in the 
manufacture of sulphate of ammonia, in which he substitutes gypsum for|| 
sulphuric acid. Carbonate of ammonia, by double decomposition, produces 
carbonate of lime and sulphate of ammonia. This reaction is well known, 
but what is new is that this reaction is singularly facilitated by the addition 
ofa small quantity of chloride of calcium. 
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